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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PENCE).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 11, 2004.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE
PENCE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
for 5 minutes.

——————

CALLING FOR THE RESIGNATION
OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Vice President CHENEY
has told the Nation that people ought
to get off Secretary Rumsfeld’s case
and let him do his job. President Bush
has called him ‘‘really good” and ‘‘su-
perb’” in the last week alone.

There are many reasons why Mr.
Rumsfeld should resign from his posi-
tion as Secretary of Defense. It is not
just because he engaged in a cover-up
in keeping the atrocities at the Abu

Ghraib Prison from the Congress of the
United States when he had full knowl-
edge about it, but it is also his incom-
petency to appreciate and understand
the political firestorm that would be
set off across the Islamic and Arab
world by the humiliation that was tak-
ing place, or even the suffering and the
humiliation that Americans would feel
when they saw these out-of-control sol-
diers engaging in that conduct.

But it is also because he is reigning
over the most incompetent and mis-
managed occupation of the country of
Iraq, because his arrogance would not
allow him to pay attention to those
prestigious institutions and people who
had actual experience in peacekeeping
and restoring democracy to countries,
who had done it without taking casual-
ties of American soldiers. They pushed
ahead with an inadequate number of
resources in terms of soldiers and
equipment; they pushed ahead with in-
adequate resources in terms of paying
for this, and for the force protection,
his number one responsibility, the
force protection of our soldiers.

Because of his actions and because of
his rush to war, as the Pentagon Joint
Chiefs of Staff study tells us in Lessons
Learned, they failed to provide for the
protection of these soldiers. More re-
cently, that failure has been translated
by the Pentagon to say because of im-
proper equipment for the personal pro-
tection of soldiers, because of the im-
proper kind of mix of equipment in
terms of non-armored Humvees, one
out of four of the casualties was unnec-
essary, had we been properly prepared
with the proper equipment, the train-
ing, for our soldiers. One out of four of
the casualties was unnecessary, accord-
ing to the Pentagon, another reason
why Secretary Rumsfeld should resign.

e —
HEALTH CARE AND AMERICAN
PROSPERITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-

ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, this week,
the House will make history, taking up
the first of eight components of the
most ambitious and forward-looking
economic agenda in a generation. For
the next 8 weeks, the House will debate
and pass legislation that will begin the
process of remaking our economy for
the new century.

Rather than treating individual pol-
icy initiatives in a vacuum, the Amer-
ican Careers Initiative takes a com-
prehensive approach, treating health
care, energy, education, taxes, regula-
tion and lawsuit abuse reform as parts
of a broader economic agenda.

For the next 2 months, the House will
focus on one of the eight components of
the Careers Initiative each week, start-
ing tomorrow with Health Care Secu-
rity.

First, we will pass legislation to re-
form medical malpractice liability
laws to protect good doctors, nurses,
and hospitals from predatory trial law-
yers and their abusive lawsuits, low-
ering the cost of health care.

Second, we will pass the Small Busi-
ness Health Fairness Act, which will
allow small businesses to enjoy the
same economies of scale now used by
large corporations, organizations, and
labor unions in their health plans.

Third, we will make Flexible Spend-
ing Accounts even more flexible, by al-
lowing account owners to hold on to
some of their unspent health savings
year to year or even roll some of that
money into a new health savings ac-
count.

We will do all of these things not
simply because they are good health
care policies, but because they make
for greater economic policies.

By reducing the threat of abusive
lawsuits, more doctors will continue to
see patients and thereby help to reduce
the crisis in health care access. By al-
lowing small businesses to reduce the

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H2735



H2736

cost of employee health insurance,
those businesses will in turn use their
savings to invest in new products and
hire new employees. And by expanding
the utility of Flexible Spending Ac-
counts, we will promote more health
care competition and help Americans
save money on their insurance costs.

All of these new policies will help
break down the barriers between the
American people and the affordable
quality health care that they demand.
And they will also break down the bar-
riers between them and the thriving
competitive and prosperous 2l1st-cen-
tury economy that they deserve.

————
FULFILLING OUR DUTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, before I
discuss the legislation that will be con-
sidered on the floor this week, I want
to comment briefly on the continuing
revelations about the abuse of Iraqi de-
tainees in American custody and the
need for vigorous congressional over-
sight through full and open committee
hearings.

I could not disagree with my friend,
the majority leader, more when he says
the idea of a congressional investiga-
tion is like, and I quote, ‘‘saying we
need an investigation every time there
is police brutality on the street.”

The abuse of Iraqi detainees, as we
are learning, is, unfortunately, not iso-
lated, and responsibility extends up
and down the military chain of com-
mand. We must not abdicate our con-
stitutional responsibility as an inde-
pendent, coequal branch of govern-
ment, as some Members of the other
body have stated.

For example, the Senate majority
leader is quoted today in Congressional
Quarterly as saying, ‘‘The Senate will
continue to do its duty. We had several
hearings last week. We will continue to
maintain a close watch on the unfold-
ing situation.” In fact, they are having
hearings this week.

This shocking episode demands a full
and open inquiry. It demands a bipar-
tisan approach. I urge the Republican
leadership to work with this side of the
aisle in getting to the bottom of these
abuses, in holding the responsible par-
ties accountable and ensuring that it
never happens again. The world expects
no less, and we should expect no less
ourselves.

Now, Mr. Speaker, while the other
body exercises vigorous oversight, this
body will consider a Republican bill
that will actually increase the budget
deficit, which is projected at more than
half a trillion dollars this year alone,
and three health care bills that would
do virtually nothing to help the unin-
sured.

This Republican majority is not re-
sponding to America’s needs. We can,
we must, do better.
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The Republican bill to make the 10
percent income tax bracket permanent
could win overwhelming, perhaps unan-
imous, support if it were paid for. In-
stead, it would add an estimated $218
billion to the national debt. Our chil-
dren and grandchildren will pay that
debt.

The Democratic substitute, in con-
trast, is paid for. Unfortunately, Re-
publican leaders believe that tax cuts
are a freebie. In fact, the chairman of
the House Committee on the Budget,
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE),
said in March, and I quote, “We don’t
believe that you should have to pay for
tax cuts.”

It is that mathematically challenged
philosophy, that denial of reality that
continues to stall negotiations on the
2005 budget. House Republicans refuse
to pay for tax cuts. House Democrats, a
bipartisan majority of the Senate and
the chairman of the Federal Reserve,
Mr. Greenspan, fully support pay-as-
you-go budget rules. In fact, if my Re-
publican friends missed the comment
of Chairman Greenspan last week, let
me repeat it. He said, ‘‘The free lunch
has still not been invented.”

This week, the Republican leadership
will also put three health care bills on
the floor, apparently in recognition of
Cover the Uninsured Week.

Today in America, the richest, most
powerful Nation on the face of the
Earth, 44 million Americans do not
have health insurance; and that figure
has increased by 4 million since Presi-
dent Bush took office. Yet none of the
Republican health care bills directly
addresses this growing problem.

We have already passed two of these
three bills, on medical liability and as-
sociated health plans, almost in ex-
actly the same form; so we are simply
repeating that which we have already
done, presumably for political purposes
as opposed to substance. The third, on
Flexible Savings Accounts, would
mostly benefit those who are already
insured.

House Democrats, by comparison,
will introduce three health care bills
this week that, together, would provide
health insurance for more than half of
the 44 million uninsured. These bills
are aimed, Mr. Speaker, at three grow-
ing groups of uninsured: those with low
income, retirees, and small businesses
and the self-employed.

I say to my friends on the Republican
side, our constituents did not send us
here to pretend to legislate, to repeat-
edly pass legislation so that it could go
to the Senate. They sent us here to
solve problems and fulfill our duty.
This week, there is ample evidence
that we are doing neither.

DOUBLE STANDARDS APPLIED
REGARDING TERRORISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, the infa-
mous Iraqi prison photographs with
which we are so familiar portray de-
plorable scenes for which we will apolo-
gize. I am concerned that these inap-
propriate practices occurred, but I am
further concerned regarding the double
standards that many countries apply
regarding terrorism, and I will discuss
that in detail herewith.

Much attention has been directed,
Mr. Speaker, against America regard-
ing the Iraqi prison matter; but com-
paratively speaking, little has been ex-
pressed against the terrorists.

Who will apologize or express concern
for the 9/11 attack and the 3,000 inno-
cent lives lost?

Who will apologize for the first at-
tack to the World Trade Center and
subsequent attacks upon our embassies
and the U.S.S. Cole?

Who will apologize for the recent
deadly explosion in Spain?

Who will apologize regarding hos-
tages who were mutilated and hanged
from a bridge while onlookers gleefully
applauded and laughed obscenely?

These questions are rhetorical, Mr.
Speaker, because no apologies are
forthcoming, and many do not appear
to be concerned about it.

I am told that the majority of Iraqis
wanted Saddam removed from power,
but they were unwilling and were in-
capable of doing the job themselves be-
cause they feared Saddam and knew
the pain and torture he was capable of
inflicting upon them.

Incidentally, Mr. Speaker, Saddam’s
rape rooms are no longer open for busi-
ness, nor are Saddam’s torture cham-
bers. Why do we hear virtually nothing
about the rape rooms and the torture
chambers having been shut down? They
are shut down because America, Great
Britain, and coalition members stepped
forward and Saddam retreated to his
spider hole where he was captured.

Some in Iraq embrace us as lib-
erators, while others, including terror-
ists from beyond Iraq, reject us as oc-
cupiers.
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The closer Iraq approaches freedom
and democracy, the more impediments
and barriers the terrorists will erect.

When the government is handed over
to the Iraqi Council on 30 June, many
have declared, oh, the Americans must
never leave because civil unrest may
erupt. Well, I agree, we cannot abrupt-
ly depart, but Iraq needs to step up to
the plate on 30 June.

Mr. Speaker, there is an expression
uttered in the rural South to indicate
appropriate timing. This expression is
called ‘‘high time.” So I say today it is
high time for Iraq to accept responsi-
bility and express a willingness to gov-
ern and stand up to terrorism. If they
want us to leave, they can show the
world they are capable of governing re-
sponsibly. They can show the world
they have the fortitude to avoid in-
timidation by terrorists and the evil
practices they dispense.
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I am not suggesting that America be-
come the rigid, inflexible, fully sup-
portive rod for the Iraqi spine or back-
bone, but rather serve as a brace or
splint to permit and encourage inde-
pendent function. I firmly believe that
day will come, Mr. Speaker. I pray it
will be sooner rather than later.

———

AMERICA’S UNINSURED

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
week Republicans begin an 8-week pub-
lic relations campaign in an attempt to
sell their special interest agenda to all
Americans. Unfortunately, when Amer-
icans look beyond all the rhetoric, they
will see the Republican proposals do
nothing for the middle class. The so-
called ‘“‘Hire Our Workers’”’ campaign
begins this week with Republicans
highlighting three pieces of legislation
that they say will help the uninsured
find insurance and middle class Ameri-
cans better afford health care. But, Mr.
Speaker, the Republican public rela-
tions effort is necessary because their
health care proposals do no such thing.

This week is ‘““‘Cover the Uninsured
Week.” But unfortunately, nothing the
Republican Congress is proposing will
help the more than 44 million Ameri-
cans without health insurance gain any
insurance. As health care costs con-
tinue to increase way above the rate of
inflation, the Republicans’ health care
proposals this week do nothing to help
those Americans struggling to pay
these ever-increasing prices.

The three health care bills that Re-
publicans are offering this week are
simply a ruse. Furthermore, each of
these pieces of legislation has already
been passed by the Republican major-
ity and each of these bills have been
proven to increase health costs, dis-
mantle the employer-sponsored health
insurance base, and increase the num-
ber of uninsured Americans.

Republicans will claim their Associa-
tion Health Plan legislation will lower
rates and provide greater access to in-
surance, but the reality is that AHP
legislation would result in less health
care access and dramatic increases in
premiums for State insurance-based
employers. AHPs would fragment and
destabilize the small group market, re-
sulting in higher premiums for many
small businesses. And the Republican
legislation would also allow employers
to ‘‘cherry-pick,” attracting younger,
healthier individuals to join AHPs,
while leaving older, sicker individuals
in the traditional insurance market
which results in increased premiums
for the remaining pool.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican Health
Savings Account legislation creates a
tax-favored savings provision with no
income limitations. The main reason
Republicans want to pass this bill is to
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create a new tax shelter for the
healthy and wealthy while, at the same
time, threatening higher health insur-
ance premiums for everyone else.

The Republican PR machine will
claim this legislation helps the unin-
sured by providing a tax credit that
would allow the uninsured to set aside
up to $2,000, tax free, in a new health
savings account to supposedly help pay
for health insurance. But unfortu-
nately, it is highly unlikely that most
uninsured Americans will be able to
take advantage of this program, be-
cause they have an extremely difficult
time saving $2,000 a year for health
care.

Mr. Speaker, the final component of
the Republican agenda is medical li-
ability reform. Republicans will claim
that this legislation will address the
sky-rocketing costs of health care, but
Republicans are doing nothing to ad-
dress spiraling insurance premiums for
doctors. The nonpartisan Congressional
Budget Office concluded that ‘‘Mal-
practice costs account for a very small
fraction of total health care spending;
even a very large reduction in mal-
practice costs would have a relatively
small effect on total health plan pre-
miums.”

If Republicans truly want to help the
uninsured and underinsured, they
should set aside their rhetoric and pass
three pieces of legislation introduced
by the Democrats. First, the Family
Care Act expands Medicaid and SCHIP
to provide affordable coverage to about
7.5 million working parents. Second,
the Medicare Early Access Act provides
coverage to 3.5 million people who are
over the age of 55, but not yet eligible
for Medicare, by allowing them to pur-
chase Medicare coverage. And third,
the Small Business Health Insurance
Act creates a 50 percent tax credit to
help small businesses with the costs of
health care.

These Democratic proposals not only
offer significant reductions in the
ranks of the uninsured, but also rein in
spiraling health care costs to our Na-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, Americans deserve re-
sults here on the House floor. It is un-
fortunate that for the next 8 weeks, all
they are going to get from the Repub-
lican majority is more political spin.

———
COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, in
this Cover the Uninsured week, I rise
to say that our health care system in
this country is falling short on promise
and contributing to disabling illness
and premature death of the people it is
supposed to serve. The picture is worse
for African Americans who, for almost
every illness, are impacted more se-
verely and disproportionately, in some
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cases more than all other minorities
combined. Every day in this country
there are at least 200 African American
deaths which could and should have
been prevented.

The current strongly held-to ‘‘cost
containment’” paradigm, while it
sounds good on the surface, has obvi-
ously not worked. We now have double
digit increases in premiums in an in-
dustry that was to rein in costs. What
it did instead was create a multi-tiered
system of care, both within managed
care and without. Those at the lowest
rungs of the system got and continue
to get sicker. The sicker, and the more
costly, were and are still being
dropped, and those who are sickest
were and remain locked out entirely.

In 2003, health care spending rose to
$1.7 trillion, or an average of almost
$5,000 per person. As a percentage of
the gross domestic product, it grew
from 13.1 percent in 1999 to 15.2 percent
in 2002. National health care expendi-
tures are expected to reach $2.8 trillion
in 2011.

These health care costs are driven
by, among other things, lack of preven-
tive care, poor disease management,
the consequent use of high-cost care,
and the cost burden of uncompensated
care.

A recent study by the Kaiser Family
Foundation found that the uninsured
are 30 to 50 percent more likely to be
hospitalized for an avoidable condition,
the average cost of which in 2002 was
estimated to be about $3,300. Close to 93
percent of the uninsured report having
a more difficult time getting access to
primary care and, therefore, are com-
ing first to emergency rooms. About 97
percent of them report having medical
conditions that have persisted or wors-
ened because of a lack of early inter-
vention or preventive care.

To add insult to injury, these unin-
sured individuals are also often penal-
ized by being charged higher fees for
health care services and not given the
discounts afforded insured patients. A
Health Affairs article published in 2000
entitled ‘‘Gouging the Medically Unin-
sured” found that an uninsured patient
paid up to twice as much as the insured
patient. A New York Times article ti-
tled ‘“Medical Fees Are Often Higher
For Patients Without Insurance’ cited
examples of uninsured patients being
charged up to 7 times more for a gyne-
cological exam.

Mr. Speaker, lack of health insurance
is a major factor in the escalating
costs of health care and it affects mi-
nority populations more than others.
Over a third of Latinos are uninsured,
the highest rate among all groups stud-
ied, and 2% times higher than the rate
for whites. Nearly a quarter of African
Americans and about one fifth of Asian
Americans and Pacific Islanders have
no health coverage.

Uninsured rates are lower among Na-
tive Americans only due to their abil-
ity to receive services through the In-
dian Health Service, which represents a
set of federally provided health serv-
ices as opposed to coverage, yet the
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level of care for them leaves much to
be desired as well.

It is because of these and many other
grave health statistics that we are ask-
ing Congress to pass comprehensive
health care reform, understanding that
none of the diseases causing disparities
can be successfully managed without
sustained universal access to health
care.

This week, the Democrats will intro-
duce three bills to do just that: the
Family Care Act, the Medicare Early
Access Act, and the Small Business
Health Insurance Promotion Act.
There are also other bills that have al-
ready been introduced, of which I am
proud to be a cosponsor, by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS),
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE), the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. CUMMINGS), and the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

This week we will take up H.R. 660,
the Association Health Plan proposal,
which poses, in my opinion, a serious
threat to our existing employer-based
health insurance system. It would ex-
empt small employer plans from im-
portant State regulatory protections,
and there is no reason to believe that
eliminating these protections will help
small employers expand coverage.

Instead, AHPs will be able to design
services to cover industries and sectors
with the healthiest employees and
leave out small businesses with older
or sicker workers, those who most need
coverage. This ability to cherry-pick
would drive up the cost of coverage for
small businesses with less healthy pro-
files of workers who will then be left in
the insurance pool by themselves.
AHPs would be able to offer less gen-
erous benefit packages in order to
bring down the costs of coverage. The
CBO has already estimated that 80 per-
cent of workers would be worse off
under AHPs.

In closing, I urge my colleagues to
put politics aside in addressing the
issue of coverage as well as in mal-
practice reform, and the other health
care bills we will be considering this
week. Let us not opt for the short-term
fix that is really no fix at all. Let us
not support proposals that do not pro-
vide substantive remedies for these
problems which affect the life and
death of those we represent. And, above
all, let us commit ourselves, this week
and always, to do no harm.

DISTURBING EVENTS AND
DISTURBING REMARKS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
must say that I was not only quite dis-
turbed, but concerned about the Presi-
dent’s remarks yesterday at the Pen-
tagon, and it goes as so: ‘“Mr. Sec-
retary, thank you for your hospitality
and thank you for your leadership. You
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are courageously leading our Nation in
a war against terror. You are doing a
superb job. You are a strong Secretary
of Defense, and our Nation owes you a
great debt of gratitude.”

I must say that it is good to give
commendations and thumbs up when it
is time to give a thumbs up. But in the
light of what is going on in the Depart-
ment of Defense right now and in light
of congressional hearings that are on-
going in the other body, I think the
question mark of our true sincerity,
being against the pictures, being
against the acts that were carried out
on individuals that were being ques-
tioned by members of our military in
prison in Iraq, that I could say that the
statements that are made by the Com-
mander in Chief and also statements
that are made by Secretary Rumsfeld
and others could and will stimulate ad-
ditional terrorism.

Now, to say that you are leading our
Nation against terror, well, that ques-
tion is the question of the week and of
the month. As the Pentagon admits,
Secretary Rumsfeld and General
Myers, that we have had knowledge of
the ungodly acts that took place in
mid-January, and that it was reported
from Central Command that this was a
big deal, this was a big deal, and that
Secretary Rumsfeld and General Myers
both admit that they meet 3 to 4 times,
maybe 5, using Secretary Rumsfeld’s
number, a day, and that they meet
with the President at least once a week
to talk about what is going on in the
Pentagon; that anyone that might
have seen or heard about these pictures
or the acts that were being carried out,
that they did not rise to the level of
the Presidency of the United States.

Not only were these pictures and this
investigation that the Pentagon had
within the Pentagon, but the fact that
it was not shared with the American
people is even further disturbing.
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Some folks say, well, Members of
Congress are upset because they were
not told. We are representatives of the
people of the United States of America.
Serving on the Committee on Armed
Services, seeing week after week Pen-
tagon brass coming before us, Sec-
retary Rumsfeld coming before us and
never once mention that something
fundamentally wrong, we are inves-
tigating it, is going on in Saddam Hus-
sein’s prison in Iraq, not only the pris-
on that the President spoke of as it re-
lates to the terror and rape and things
of that nature that were going on in
that particular prison but including
the Secretary of State and Secretary
Rumsfeld, he mentioned 18,000 cases
that are being heard by the Pentagon a
year, 18,000. Well, 18,000 in that par-
ticular prison, not 18,000 in the theater
of war.

One may say, well, if the Secretary
steps down, then the terrorists win. I
beg to differ. I feel that it will stop ter-
rorists from recruiting young men and
women to carry out acts of terror
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against Americans abroad and here on
the homeland. It will show a true com-
mitment of the fact that we are taking
an about-face on what took place.

Some of my colleagues have shared
with us that there are six or seven indi-
viduals at fault here. I hope that is the
case, but I can tell my colleagues that
there is a building tide of evidence that
proves different. Contractors, we may
very well have to bring CEOs of compa-
nies before Congress to ask them what
role did they have over commanding
our American troops. That is dis-
turbing in itself, the fact that a whole
branch of our military or the Army
unit that was over this particular pris-
on was not trained for doing what they
had to do; the fact that we knew and
that the Pentagon was called in mid-
January to say this was a big deal, not
a little deal but a big deal; the fact
that we were not informed. I will tell
my colleagues the reason why Congress
was not informed was because we
would not have tolerated the suppres-
sion of this information.

At the highest levels of our military,
it is very, very important that this in-
formation is shared with the American
people. At the highest levels of our
military, including the Secretary of
Defense, it is very important he shares
this information.

I will tell my colleagues, let us not
stand and say things that will stimu-
late terrorism. Let us not take one
step forward and three steps back.

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope that the
House continues to move forth. I, for
one, feel that Secretary Rumsfeld step-
ping down will save American lives and
will allow our Pentagon to move for-
ward the courts martial that are before
it.

————
ELIMINATE THE “YES, BUT”
MENTALITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I came to the
well today because I am starting to
hear something that I think the Amer-
ican people do not want to hear, and
that is, that these terrible things were
done by a few individuals in Iraq, but.
All too often I am hearing the word
“but” creeping in.

Mr. Speaker, last night I was listen-
ing to Michael Savage. Hundreds of
stations around the country carry this
man, and he was not just saying ‘‘yes,
but.” He was saying, well, these people
are Muslim; Islam is a religion of war,
and we have to understand they have
always been involved in war and they
only understand violence and they only
understand this. This is why Saddam
had these torture chambers because
that is the only way to make them un-
derstand.

When I heard that said on national
radio, I realized that the ‘‘yes, but”
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cannot be tolerated here on the House
floor or in the other body or on K
Street or on the other end of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is extremely
important that we in this body today
eliminate that ‘‘yes, but” mentality.
There is no ‘‘yes.” We must be above
torture. We must be above violating
the Geneva Conventions, but we must
understand that these individuals may
not be ‘‘conventional combatants.”” Mr.
Speaker, that is not the way America
stands for freedom. It is not the way
we were brought up. There is no ‘‘but”
after “‘yes.”

Yes, we will honor the Geneva Con-
ventions. Yes, every soldier, sailor and
Marine in Iraq, in Guantanamo, in Af-
ghanistan and around the world under-
stands or should understand that we
hold them to a standard that we would
want for ourselves, not the standard
that the other side may subject us to.
No matter what happens anywhere in
the world to Americans, not in Soma-
lia, not in Iraq, not in Afghanistan and
not in the Twin Towers of New York,
justifies us treating other human
beings in a way differently than we
would want to be treated.

Mr. Speaker, to me this is the most
important message for America to
send. Mr. Speaker, I hope in this body,
at least from this time forward, there
will be no ‘“‘but” after ‘“‘yes.” We hold
Americans to high standards.

—————

RHETORIC OF WAR CRUSADE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
previous speakers have talked about
the attitude of the American soldier
and the American public, and the rhet-
oric of war is what really gets us to
where we are today in the situation in
Iraq. When you dehumanize people, you
can then do anything to them.

It is my firm belief that this attitude
starts at the very top. When we have
someone who leads us who says that
the leader of the other country is Hit-
ler, raising all those images of a Holo-
caust and all the rest, or talks about
the issues of being on a crusade, which
raises all the issues of the various cru-
sades that went through the Middle
East back in the 11th and 12th century,
we realize that the stage is being set
psychologically for everyone in this
country.

I was reading the British press. One
of their articles started, ‘‘The media in
this country is politely shocked at
photos of Iraqis being tortured and hu-
miliated by U.S. and British troops. A
BBC1 news presenter says the picture
seem to have been ‘‘merely memen-
tos.”” Something one would laugh
about in the family and then paste in
the family album.

Now, those young people, and I have
been watching the hearings over in the
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Senate, the effort to limit this and say
it is just seven or eight young people
and perhaps a couple of lieutenants up
the line but really it is a rogue oper-
ation, is simply not true. It runs all the
way to the top.

The decisions here have to be signed
off. Anybody who has been in the mili-
tary knows about the chain of com-
mand, and somebody does not sign off
down at the lieutenant level and not
bother to send it up to the captain or
to the colonel or to the general. They
all go up the line. They have all been
signed off, one way or another, or
somebody at the top said here is a
blank check, do whatever you want,
which of course they would deny. They
would never say that, but then how do
you explain that this behavior went on
through this period of time?

Another excuse that I hear thrown
around here is that, well, they are not
as bad as Saddam. Look what Saddam
did. Well, since when is our standard
Saddam Hussein? That clearly is not
the standard by which we operate; but
unfortunately, the attitude of the peo-
ple who took us into this, the neo-cons
in the administration, right next to the
President, couple of them, Xen
Adelman, Paul Wolfowitz, have spoken
of snakes. If you want to talk about
Iraqi people as snakes, I guess you can,
but you pay a price in your own soul
when you think of another human
being as a snake or you talk about
going over and draining the swamps in
uncivilized parts of the world.

The Arabs invented arithmetic. They
invented the zero. They were some of
the earliest astronomers. Do not tell
me they have no civilization. But when
you start to dehumanize them and put
them down at this low, low level, then
you send the message out verbally,
nonverbally, whether it is in a memo,
whether it is in written form, whether
it is how you talk to your troops, you
are giving permission to do what was
done and to take pictures.

Now, you do not take pictures of this
to take home to your family album.
Those pictures were done to humiliate.
Everybody says, wait a minute, let me
comb my hair before I have my picture
taken. Everybody knows what a pic-
ture does because it grabs the moment
in a way that you cannot change it. So
when you take a picture of one of these
events, you know what you are doing.
You are doing it because somebody told
you to do it or somewhere you have got
the idea that what you were doing was
already one or the other. Either that
was an order to take those pictures, or
else the atmosphere was such that peo-
ple felt that they could take these pic-
tures.

We have a moment here in this coun-
try in which we can examine our own
souls and our own hearts about how we
let this happen. We all bear responsi-
bility for it. Our leadership from the
top on down, they always dehumanized.

I remember during the Vietnam War,
we had a lot of names for people who
were from Vietnam, not very nice
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names. You would not use them today;
and when that starts happening at the
top, it goes down and we cannot end
with putting seven soldiers in the brig.
That will not be justice.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 12 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

————
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

In scriptural times, when the psalms
were still being written, and their
original melodies were being sung,
Your people, O Lord, would gather at
the city’s gates to hear the news and
sort out matters of justice.

Lord God, be present in the assembly
of the House of Representatives today.
Here is the sampling of this Republic.
Here the laws of the United States are
made. Here is the gate that protects,
yet ushers in an understanding of who
we are as a Nation and how we interact
with others. Where there is vision and
no action, it is only a daydream. When
there is action and no vision, it is a
nightmare. So grant your people wis-
dom once again.

For we have been warned: ‘‘Unless
the Lord build the house, they labor in
vain who build it. Unless the Lord
guard the city, in vain does the guard
keep vigil. It is vain for you to work
day and night only to gain immediate
satisfaction when the Lord blesses his
beloved even while they sleep.”

Grant us wisdom that we may be
Your beloved now and forever. Amen.

—————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. LAMPSON led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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PEACE TO KASHMIR

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to draw attention to the issue of Kash-
mir and an important report that was
just released and should arrive at each
House office this week. The continued
courageous leadership of Prime Min-
ister Vajpayee of India and President
Musharraf of Pakistan is vital in mov-
ing forward to bring an end to the suf-
fering of the Kashmiri people. I visited
the region in January; and the suf-
fering of the people is horrific, all in
the midst of a land of great beauty. It
is time for this tragic suffering to end.

I would like to recommend this re-
port to my colleagues. The report of-
fers over 60 recommendations for
progress in bringing peace to Kashmir,
including an end to the use of rape as
a weapon of war, promoting education
for Kashmiri children and others.

Until the Kashmiri issue is settled,
the stability, security, and economic
viability of South Asia and the inter-
national community are at risk.

————

AMERICA NEEDS ECONOMICALLY
RESPONSIBLE SOLUTIONS

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to ask how the Republicans will
provide health care to millions of unin-
sured and unemployed Americans
through the majority’s Hire Our Work-
ers program. American families are
facing over 2 million jobs lost since
January 2001, outsourcing of jobs over-
seas by companies that do not seem to
care about hard-working Americans,
and a political party that has dropped
the ball on education, seniors, and
health care.

It is ironic, then, that the acronym
of the Republican plan is H-O-W. Tell
me, Mr. Speaker, how do they plan to
provide affordable health care to 8.5
million uninsured children? How do
they plan to explain the Robert Woods
Johnson Foundation report that one in
four Texans have no health insurance?
It is high time we ditch these short-
term fixes and instead focus on long-
term, economically responsible solu-
tions for hard-working Americans.

——————

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR
OUR TROOPS

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I felt it
necessary to come down to the floor
today and express my appreciation for
the service of our Secretary of Defense,
Donald Rumsfeld. More than any other
cabinet Secretary, Secretary Rumsfeld
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has made himself available to this
body and its various committees.

Over the past year, I have traveled
twice to Iraq, once in August and once
in February. I have talked to the
young men and women who are work-
ing hard in harsh and dangerous condi-
tions. They have a keen sense of mis-
sion. They understand why they are
there and what they are set to accom-
plish.

Mr. Speaker, they deserve no less
than the continuing leadership of a vi-
sionary and a brilliant tactician such
as Secretary Rumsfeld.

—————

STOP SCAPEGOATING ENLISTED
PERSONNEL

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, because we are Americans, I
believe that this question should be
asked: If another sovereign nation in
the name of war held prisoners of war
who happened to be Americans, and un-
folding before our eyes were the hei-
nous and horrific pictures that we have
seen, would it be accepting if the head
of that sovereign nation stood before
his or her people and said that the ulti-
mate person of responsibility was doing
a superb job?

I am saddened by the comments of
the administration because Secretary
Rumsfeld has violated his duty. He is
in dereliction of duty having not in-
formed the Congress or the President
when he first heard. He is also in dere-
liction of his duty because the enlisted
man that will be tried, a scapegoat,
was a mechanic being used as a mili-
tary police. That is a decision of Sec-
retary Rumsfeld.

It is time for a clean sweep; and he
must go along with the Deputy Sec-
retary, Paul Wolfowitz. The world
must understand that we are sorry for
the horrific acts and stop scapegoating
the enlisted personnel.

———

AMERICAN TROOPS WORKING TO
IMPROVE IRAQ

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, while we are all appalled and
outraged by the actions of a few sol-
diers, let us not forget there are 135,000
honorable American troops, along with
23,000 courageous coalition partners,
working day and night in Iraq to im-
prove the Iraqis’ quality of life. These
fine men and women in uniform have
built and repaired schools, reopened
thousands of run-down hospitals and
clinics, restored and improved elec-
tricity and water supplies, and put a
new currency in place.

The positive progress which I saw
firsthand last month in Iraq has been
astounding, despite daily terrorist at-
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tacks that seek to prevent democracy
from taking root. The terrorists know
that if freedom prevails in Iraq that it
will spell the beginning of the end of
their quest for tyrannical hold on the
Middle East. Yet their desperate at-
tempts will fail, and the American
military will continue their noble work
to make sure that Iraqis live in a free
Iraq to protect American families from
future acts of terrorism.

In conclusion, may God bless our
troops, and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11.

————

FAILURE FROM THE VERY TOP

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, American soldiers
are serving with honor, and we stand
behind them. We are grateful for their
patriotism, courage and sacrifice, and
we continue to support them as they
finish their dangerous mission. The dis-
graceful acts in the Iraqi prisons have
endangered our troops and made their
mission more difficult to accomplish.
They have endangered our chance to
succeed in Iraq, and they have endan-
gered our national security.

Reports of mistreatment have been
available for a year and a half at least,
yet the Bush administration failed to
take them seriously. These abuses oc-
curred because soldiers were put into
situations they were not trained for
and for which they did not have proper
supervision. This is a failure from the
very top, and it is time for the Presi-
dent and Secretary Rumsfeld to stop
shifting the blame and take responsi-
bility. Congress must conduct a full
and open investigation.

——————

COMMEMORATING TENNESSEE
APPAREL CORPORATION

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise to commemorate the long-
standing commitment of the Tennessee
Apparel Corporation to the people of
Waynesboro and Tullahoma, Ten-
nessee.

From this company’s earliest days in
1901 when it was known as the Sanders
Manufacturing Company through its
100-year anniversary and beyond, the
Tennessee Apparel Corporation has
been at the forefront of supplying our
troops with the clothing they need.
From dress uniforms to cold-weather
gear, Tennessee Apparel has been there
for our American fighting men and
women. In the last 100 years, they pro-
duced nearly 50 million military items.
With approximately 480 employees in
middle Tennessee, the Tennessee Ap-
parel Corporation provides a tremen-
dous service to our State and our Na-
tion. God’s blessing on these fine men
and women.
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CLEAN HOUSE

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
world is watching and waiting. As bad
as it is, things will get much worse if
the President and the Pentagon con-
tinue to hope it will go away. We need
new leadership and a new policy right
now. Release every photograph and
every videotape. Get it all out in the
open. America’s only hope for restoring
credibility is to demonstrate with its
actions, not words, that we will face
the truth and punish everyone respon-
sible. We have not done that. All these
“I am sorries’’ are not working.

Instead, the administration has
launched another ill-conceived offen-
sive to save one of its own. We can see
it on television today as they testify
before the Senate Committee on Armed
Services. Throw some soldiers over-
board and hope the world believes they
acted alone.

Mr. Speaker, by all accounts, the sol-
diers arrived in Iraq as good, decent
people. Who thinks that now, either of
the soldiers or America?

Clean house, from the top down, not
just Mr. Rumsfeld. I see them greasing
the skids; the President is 1,000 percent
behind him. There are some other peo-
ple that ought to go with him:
Wolfowitz and a few others.

———

JOBS, CAFE AND KERRY

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, last Friday we received more
outstanding news on the economy. In
April, 288,000 new jobs were created,
and that is on top of the 337,000 jobs
created in March. And in April, nearly
10 percent of those jobs were in the
manufacturing sector. All of this is
great news for America and especially
good news for my home State of Michi-
gan.

With our manufacturing sector com-
ing back, we cannot allow JOHN KERRY
to enact his unreasonable auto fuel
economy standards. According to the
United Auto Workers, Senator KERRY'S
CAFE proposal would force the Big
Three to curtail production of larger
vehicles and cause substantial job
losses. They have estimated as many as
100,000 jobs. The UAW has said that the
proposal would lead to additional
outsourcing of jobs.

Mr. Speaker, Senator KERRY’S pro-
posal would be a disaster for Michigan
just at the time our economy is coming
back. We must stay on the pro-growth,
pro-job path being pursued by Presi-
dent Bush and the Republican major-
ity, not the job-killing, additional-
outsourcing path proposed by Senator
KERRY.
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COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, Ameri-
cans should be confident that they
have access to quality health care. So
I support the resolution, H.R. 99, pro-
moted by the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS) which gives guid-
ance to provide insurance to all Ameri-
cans.

Over the past 3 years, 3.8 million
Americans lost their health insurance
and 43 million Americans are now unin-
sured. Health insurance premiums have
increased almost 50 percent since the
beginning of the Bush administration
and four times faster than workers’
earnings last year.

In a related issue, minority groups
often encounter major obstacles in ob-
taining health care. Minority groups
are less likely to have health insurance
and are less likely to receive the appro-
priate health care services. The Health
Care Equality and Accountability Act
of 2003 would go far in lifting the shad-
ow of health disparities that fall not
only on minority communities but on
all Americans. Also, this legislation
would make quality health care more
affordable, providing coverage for par-
ents and young adults who are cur-
rently uninsured.

———
JOBS

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
week the Republican majority here in
Congress will begin an 8-week public
relations initiative in which they will
attempt to draw attention away from
their dismal economic record. Instead,
House Republicans will do their best to
show Americans they are working hard
to pass legislation that will put Ameri-
cans back to work and ease the eco-
nomic concerns of middle-class Ameri-
cans. Unfortunately, Republicans are
spending more time coming up with
names for this new PR effort than ac-
tually writing new legislation that
might really support their rhetoric.

Republicans are desperate to hide the
reality that their economic policies
have permitted job losses at levels not
seen since the Great Depression. If Re-
publicans really wanted results, they
would join us in a bipartisan effort to
pass commonsense measures to create
jobs. Unfortunately, all the American
people are going to get over the next 8
weeks is more Republican spin.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Pursuant to clause 8 of
rule XX, the Chair will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on motions to
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suspend the rules on which a recorded
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered,
or on which the vote is objected to
under clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

———

TOMOCHICHI UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2523) to designate the United
States courthouse located at 125 Bull
Street in Savannah, Georgia, as the

“Tomochichi TUnited States Court-
house”.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2523

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The United States courthouse located at
125 Bull Street in Savannah, Georgia, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Tomochichi
United States Courthouse’.

SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the United States court-
house referred to in section 1 shall be deemed
to be a reference to the “Tomochichi United
States Courthouse™.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 25623 was intro-
duced by the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BURNS), a distinguished member of
the Subcommittee on Economic Devel-
opment, Public Buildings and Emer-
gency Management, and it designates
the United States courthouse located
at 125 Bull Street in Savannah, Geor-
gia, as the Tomochichi United States
Courthouse.

Tomochichi was a Creek Indian lead-
er, living in what we now know as the
Savannah River basin in the early part
of the 18th century. In 1733, when Gen-
eral James Oglethorpe arrived leading
a group of English settlers at what was
to become the new colony of Georgia,
they were offered friendship by the
Creek chief and assistance in the cre-
ation of the new English colony of Sa-
vannah. In 1734, Tomochichi traveled
with Oglethorpe to England to approve
a treaty between the Creek and the
English. The friendship between
Oglethorpe and Tomochichi endured
until Tomochichi’s death in 1739 and is
regarded by historians as being the key
reason for the survival of the Savannah
colony. Tomochichi was laid to rest in
what is now Wright Square in the city
of Savannah.

I encourage my colleagues to join me
in supporting this resolution honoring
an important person in the history of
Savannah.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

H.R. 2523 is a bill to designate the
U.S. courthouse located at 125 Bull
Street, Savannah, Georgia, as the
Tomochichi United States Courthouse.
The bill was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BURNS).

In 1650, Chief Tomochichi was born in
the small village of Coweta along the
Chattahoochee River to the Creek In-
dian tribe. While he was the chief of
the Yamacraw Indians he became a
friend of James Oglethorpe, the
English settler and leader of the set-
tlers of the fledgling colony in Georgia.
He supported Oglethorpe’s plan for a
new English colony in Georgia to be
called Savannah.

Tomochichi was a great warrior, pos-
sessing both good judgment and wis-
dom. As repayment for his sound ad-
vice and trusted friendship, Oglethorpe
took Tomochichi, his wife, his nephew.
And other Indian chiefs to England for
4 months. When Tomochichi died in
1736, Oglethorpe was one of his pall-
bearers. He is buried in Wright Square,
the site of the courthouse to be named
in his honor. Tomochichi’s actions
helped ensure the successful settle-
ment of Georgia and earned him a
place in Georgian history. His hospi-
tality is legendary even today. It is
most fitting his contributions to Amer-
ican history are honored by this des-
ignation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. BURNS), the author of this
resolution.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his support of this
legislation.

There are many Members of this
body that deserve my State’s apprecia-
tion for bringing this long overdue bill
to the floor, honoring a great Amer-
ican, a great Native American and a
great Georgian, Tomochichi. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE),
chairman of the Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Development, Public Buildings
and Emergency Management, and sub-
committee ranking member, the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON) were both instru-
mental in helping this bill advance
quickly to the floor. I thank them for
their Dbipartisan support. The gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR) should be credited with
moving the legislation swiftly so that
we can bring closure to a long overdue
need in my State and in my district. I
believe unanimous approval by this
body to be of particular importance to
the nature of this bill.

This bill renames the Federal court-
house in my district the Tomochichi
United States Courthouse. A glance at
who this leader was will indicate his
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accomplishments and quickly dem-
onstrate why his name deserves the
eternal respect of his fellow Georgians
and Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I Dbelieve Chief
Tomochichi, the Mico, or chief, of the
Yamacraw nation to be the cofounder
of my State of Georgia. This bill will
do much to reawaken the memory of a
great man in the hearts of both Geor-
gians and all Americans for restoring
our honor by recognizing his service to
the beginnings of our great Nation.

The English general, James
Oglethorpe, first launched Savannah on
the Savannah River in 1733. He founded
the British colony there and he met
Tomochichi as he came up the bluff at
what is now the city of Savannah. Un-
like the tragic history of conflict be-
tween settlers and Native Americans in
other colonies, Tomochichi brought
lifelong friendship to the infant colony,
granting the settlers permission to
peacefully settle in the Savannah re-
gion. Among Savannahians, as has
been pointed out, the hospitality that
Tomochichi showed these young set-
tlers is legendary. But Tomochichi’s
gifts to our State were just beginning.

Thanks to his diplomatic skills, this
Yamacraw leader was instrumental in
convincing the other Creek tribes in
the immediate vicinity to accept the
fledgling colony of Georgia. Without
his political leadership, Georgia may
well have perished in its infancy, with
a hostile Spanish administration in
what is now Florida, intent on turning
Native Americans against English set-
tlers.

Tomochichi and his family then trav-
eled to England where they met with
the King and the Archbishop of Canter-
bury. Upon his return to Georgia,
Tomochichi successfully lobbied his
new neighbors to establish the first
missionary school among the Lower
Creeks, recognizing that education was
the key to the future as these two cul-
tures became intertwined.

Tomochichi passed away at around 93
years of age on October 5, 1739, at what
we used to call the Yamacraw Indian
Village, just upstream from Savannah.
But before he died, he requested that
his body be buried in Savannah among
his new friends. He was buried with full
military honors in the largest public
ceremony of the day, with cannons fir-
ing a final salute and his old friend
General Oglethorpe serving as a pall-
bearer. His body was laid to rest in the
center of the city’s main square at the
time, later to become Wright Square,
with a traditional Indian burial mound
atop his grave. A century and a half
later in the 1880s, some shortsighted
city officials allowed the mound to be
removed and another statue placed on
the site. Admirers of the great chief-
tain responded by placing an inscribed
granite boulder in honor of Tomochichi
a few feet from his remains, but to this
day many believe that we owe our old
friend much more.

Today this body can help restore the
honor and respect due this great Amer-
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ican by renaming the Federal court-
house in Savannah, Georgia, as the
Tomochichi Federal Courthouse. I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 2523.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 2523, a bill to designate the
United States Courthouse located at 125 Bull
Street in  Savannah, Georgia as the
Tomochichi United States Courthouse.

Chief Tomochichi was born to the Creek In-
dian Tribe in 1650 in the small village of
Coweta, along the Chattahoochee River. He
became the Chief of the Yamacraw Indians
and was integral to the success of the Georgia
Colony.

Tomochichi enjoyed a reputation as a great
warrior who possessed sound judgment and
wisdom. In 1773, Chief Tomochichi encoun-
tered James Oglethorpe, the English settler
who founded the Georgia colony. Tomochichi
and the Yamacraw greeted the English set-
tlers warmly, and Tomochichi supported
Oglethorpe’s plan to settle a new English col-
ony in Savannah, Georgia. He aided the plans
for the settlement and smoothed relations with
the Creek and other nearby Indian Tribes.
Tomochichi also warned Oglethorpe about un-
friendly tribes. As repayment for his advice
and good counsel, Oglethorpe took
Tomochichi, his wife, his nephew, and other
Indian Chiefs to England where they stayed
for four months.

When Tomochichi died in 1739, he was bur-
ied at Wright Square in downtown Savannah.
Oglethorpe served as one of the pallbearers
and gave Tomochichi full military honors at his
funeral. The Federal courthouse to be named
in Tomochichi’s honor is located in this same
square.

Tomochichi’s friendship with the English set-
tlers helped the Georgia colony develop in
peace, and his hospitality is legendary even
today. It is most fitting that his contributions to
Georgia and to American history are honored
by this designation. | urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 2523.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
urge the passage of this important res-
olution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2523.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2523.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
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AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA SPECIAL OLYMPICS LAW
ENFORCEMENT TORCH RUN

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
389) authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the D.C. Special Olympics
Law Enforcement Torch Run.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 389

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR D.C. SPECIAL OLYM-
PICS LAW ENFORCEMENT TORCH
RUN.

On June 4, 2004, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate,
the 2004 District of Columbia Special Olym-
pics Law Enforcement Torch Run (in this
resolution referred to as the ‘“‘event’) may be
run through the Capitol Grounds as part of
the journey of the Special Olympics torch to
the District of Columbia Special Olympics
summer games.

SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE
BOARD.
The Capitol Police Board shall take such
actions as may be necessary to carry out the
event.

SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL
PREPARATIONS.

The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe
conditions for physical preparations for the
event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the
event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

House Concurrent Resolution 389 au-
thorizes the use of the Capitol grounds
for the 19th Annual Law Enforcement
Torch Run which benefits the District
of Columbia Special Olympics. The
torch will cross the Capitol grounds on
June 4, 2004.

For 31 years, Special Olympics D.C.
has provided sports training for citi-
zens with developmental disabilities.
Athletic competition provides athletes
with increased confidence and self-es-
teem and allows them to demonstrate
courage and experience the joy of
sport. There are now more than 2,000
Special Olympics athletes in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. This event is the
largest public awareness campaign for
the Special Olympics. Last year over
85,000 law enforcement officers from 35
countries participated in the torch run.
It is my hope that this trend will con-
tinue. The sponsors of the event work
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with the Architect of the Capitol and
the United States Capitol Police to
comply with all applicable regulations
relating to the use of the Capitol
grounds.

I encourage my colleagues to join the
law enforcement community in sup-
porting the Special Olympics and join
me in supporting this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this event needs little
introduction. 2004 marks the 37th anni-
versary of the D.C. Special Olympics.
The torch relay event is a traditional
part of the opening ceremonies for the
Special Olympics which take place at
Gallaudet University in the District of
Columbia. Each year approximately
2,600 Special Olympians compete in
over a dozen events and more than 1
million children and adults with spe-
cial needs participate in Special Olym-
pic worldwide programs. The event is
supported by literally thousands of vol-
unteers from the District and the re-
gion.

The goal of the games is to help bring
mentally challenged individuals into
the larger society under conditions
whereby they are accepted and re-
spected. Confidence and self-esteem are
the building blocks for these Olympic
games. 1 enthusiastically support this
resolution and the very worthwhile en-
deavor of the Special Olympics. I urge
support for H. Con. Res. 389.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the District of
Columbia Special Olympics is the premier
event in the region that highlights the athletic
accomplishments of disabled children and
young adults. Thanks to the tenacity of Eunice
Kennedy Shriver and her family, thousands of
special Olympians see their self-confidence,
self-esteem, and health increase by partici-
pating in these games.

The goal of the games is to help bring men-
tally disabled individuals into the larger society
under conditions where they are accepted and
respected. Confidence and self-esteem are
the building blocks for these Olympic games.
Better health, coordination, and lasting friend-
ships are the results of participation.

Law enforcement officers, who are part of
the extensive volunteer network that supports
the games, carry the Olympic torch across the
Capitol Grounds through the District of Colum-
bia to Gallaudet University.

These games are a wonderful expression of
inclusiveness and a confirmation of individual
contribution. | enthusiastically support this res-
olution and the very worthwhile endeavor of
the Special Olympics.

| urge support for H. Con. Res. 389.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
urge the adoption of the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 389.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have b legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H. Con. Res. 389.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

——
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SENSE OF HOUSE THAT DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE SHOULD REC-
TIFY MILITARY POSTAL SYSTEM
DEFICIENCIES

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 608) expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives that
the Department of Defense should rec-
tify deficiencies in the military postal
system to ensure that members of the
Armed Forces stationed overseas are
able to receive and send mail in a time-
ly manner as well as receive and send
election ballots in time to be counted
in the 2004 elections.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 608

Whereas the members of the Armed Forces
who are currently serving in very dangerous
regions of the world deserve a modernized
military postal system capable of improving
the delivery and tracking of mail to United
States forces serving in remote locations;

Whereas the current system relies on out-
moded and labor intensive manual sorting
processes that result in undue delays and the
inability of the Department of Defense to
track mail and determine the timeliness of
mail delivery;

Whereas the manual sorting of mail in-
tended for deployed members of the Armed
Forces unnecessarily requires hours of labor
from many troops, which could be used for
other, more critical, duties if automation
were used;

Whereas the very least our Nation can do
for the members of our Armed Forces who
are deployed halfway around the world and
risking their lives to protect our freedoms is
to ensure that they are able to receive the
comfort of a letter from those waiting at
home;

Whereas mail destined for deployed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces that is delayed for
long periods of time, or not delivered at all,
negatively affects the morale of our deployed
forces and their families at home;

Whereas the members of our Armed Forces
have an unquestionable right to vote in the
upcoming election, and the military postal
system must not disenfranchise any military
absentee voters because of delays in trans-
mitting voting materials;

Whereas with the current military postal
system it is not possible to determine the
rate of ‘“Undeliverable as Addressed’ mail, it
is therefore not possible to guarantee that
all United States forces wishing to vote will
be able to do so;
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Whereas according to the recent General
Accounting Office Report entitled ‘‘Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom: Long-standing Prob-
lems Hampering Mail Delivery Need to be
Resolved,” many of the same problems that
plagued the military postal system during
Operation Desert Storm have continued
unabated and are now being experienced in
Operation Iraqi Freedom, more than 12 years
later;

Whereas according to the same General Ac-
counting Office report, the Department of
Defense does not have the ability to ade-
quately assess the timeliness of mail and
election ballot delivery because it does not
have a reliable, accurate system in place;

Whereas according to the same General Ac-
counting Office report, more than half of
sampled members of the Armed Forces were
dissatisfied with mail delivery, many wait-
ing 4 weeks or longer to receive mail;

Whereas recent samplings of mail intended
for deployed members of the Armed Forces
shows that a percentage far exceeding the
standard set for domestic mail is ‘‘Undeliver-
able as Addressed’ and indicates that a large
portion of our deployed troops are not re-
ceiving their mail;

Whereas the Military Postal Service Agen-
cy does not have the authority to formulate
and effectively implement a joint service so-
lution to the mail problems in the Iraq The-
atre and the Department of Defense has not
appointed a single agency to address mili-
tary postal matters;

Whereas the recent court action in the
United States District Court for the Middle
District of Pennsylvania, which granted the
government’s request to extend Pennsylva-
nia’s deadline for receipt of ballots from
qualified overseas voters, correctly recog-
nizes that mail operations can significantly
impact voting rights and, in addition, is suf-
ficient forewarning that the military mail
system needs to be resolved before the next
election; and

Whereas for at least 52 years, reformers
have been attempting to improve the ability
of the members of our Armed Forces to vote,
as evidenced by a letter from President
Harry S. Truman to Congress, dated from
1952, which clearly echoes the challenges we
face: ‘““‘Many of those in uniform are serving
overseas, or in parts of the country distant
from their homes. They are unable to return
to their States either to register or to vote.
Yet these men and women who are serving
their country and in many cases risking
their lives, deserve above all others to exer-
cise the right to vote in this election year.
At a time when these young people are de-
fending our country and its free institutions,
the least we at home can do is to make sure
that they are able to enjoy the rights they
are being asked to fight to preserve.’’: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of House of
Representatives that—

(1) it is in the interest of the United States
to immediately resolve long-standing mili-
tary mail delivery problems so that our
troops may receive mail from their families
when they most need it;

(2) it is in the interest of the United States
to immediately resolve long-standing mili-
tary mail delivery problems so that our
troops are not disenfranchised in the 2004
election;

(3) the Secretary of Defense should estab-
lish a system that expedites the delivery of
election ballots to the members of our
Armed Forces so that they may be counted
in the election;

(4) the Secretary of Defense should estab-
lish a system that accurately tracks mili-
tary postal transit times; and

(6) the House of Representatives stands
ready to assist in resolving these issues.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. FORBES)
and the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. FORBES).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the resolution under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in the face of
insurgencies in Fallujah and other hot
spots in Iraq, what is it that keeps our
soldiers fighting for freedom and de-
mocracy?

In addition to the trials of war, our
soldiers in Iraq wake up with the same
problems every other American has.
Their lives at home did not stop when
they received their orders to ship out.
They are mothers and fathers. They
have elderly parents to care for. They
have bills to pay and college edu-
cations to worry about for their chil-
dren. These soldiers are concerned
about how their children are doing in
school. They wonder what the score of
the last Little League game was, and
they question whether they can make
that car payment, just like many of us.
Only they do all this halfway around
the world in a combat zone.

And yet day after day, month after
month, our service members wake up,
put on their uniform, and they dili-
gently do their duty. Every day they
make this sacrifice, knowing they are
risking their lives to protect our free-
doms and spread democracy. The rea-
son they do this is because they know
they are building a safer Iraq and, sim-
ply put, a safer Iraqg means a safer
America for their families.

Ask these soldiers what they look
forward to the most and what keeps
them steadfast, and they will tell us it
is news from home. It is the news from
a graduation they were unable to at-
tend, an update on a sick friend, a baby
picture of their child’s first step. Yet
many are not getting this news or are
getting it far after it was mailed by
their loved ones. A General Accounting
Office report received last month found
that of a survey of over 100 service
members in Iraq, more than half re-
ported they were dissatisfied with mail
delivery.

The report, issued in response to over
300 congressional and White House in-
quiries, also found the same problems
that plagued the military postal sys-
tem during Operation Desert Storm
have continued unabated and are now
being experienced in Operation Iraqi
Freedom, more than 12 years later.

The Department of Defense does not
have the ability to adequately assess
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the timeliness of mail and election bal-
lot delivery because it does not yet
have a reliable, accurate system in
place.

More than half of sampled members
of the Armed Forces were dissatisfied
with mail delivery, many waiting 4
weeks or longer to receive mail.

The Military Postal Service Agency
does not have the authority to formu-
late and effectively manipulate and im-
plement a joint service solution to the
mail problems in the Iraq Theater, and
the Department of Defense has not ap-
pointed a single agency to address all
of these military postal matters.

This is just unacceptable at this
time. The very least we should be able
to offer those soldiers fighting for de-
mocracy is the comfort of a note from
those waiting at home. Mail that is de-
layed for long periods of time, or not
delivered at all, negatively affects the
morale of not only our deployed forces
but also their families at home. Chil-
dren at home need to hear why Mommy
or Daddy is so far away. Husbands and
wives need to hear of each others’ love
and support. The American public
needs to hear the true stories of what
we are doing in Iraq. It is now, while
resolve against terrorism is being test-
ed, that our deployed troops are in
most need of mail from their loved
ones.

This is not just a morale problem,
however. November is coming and in
less than 7 months, ballots for the gen-
eral election will be mailed out all over
the country to our troops all over the
world.

If we fail to take action, we will
again see the voting problems of the
2000 election. Our men and women on
the front lines have unquestionably
earned the right to express their views
on the direction our Nation should
take this November. They should have
the same confidence of any other
American that their ballot will reach
the ballot box. It would be an enor-
mous disservice to fail to count the
voices of the very individuals fighting
for democracy.

This is not a new problem. We saw it
in Operation Desert Storm. It was evi-
dent early in the war in Iraq, and we
are seeing it now. It is vitally impor-
tant to the success of our mission and
to the strength of our democracy that
we correct this problem.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 608
seeks to do the following: call on the
Department of Defense to immediately
address the longstanding military mail
delivery problems by implementing a
joint task force to resolve the problem;
recommend that the Secretary of De-
fense establish a system to expedite
military ballots for the November 2004,
election; call on the Secretary of De-
fense to establish a system to accu-
rately track military postal transit
times.

There are three important reasons
why we need to pass this resolution
today. First, we need to send a message
to the Pentagon that it is time to take
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care of this problem. The problem has
existed for 52 years, and we need to
send a message that we need to fix it
today. Second, our troops in Iraq need
to know that we think that it is impor-
tant that they get their mail and
equally important that their family
members know that we care about
their loved ones and that they get their
mail. And third, we need to make cer-
tain that our electoral system is not
just for Americans who happen to be
near the ballot box, but that our troops
on the front lines deserve to vote as
much as any other American.

To guarantee that our military men
and women in Iraq receive their mail
will require shifting priorities. It will
require the dedicated cooperation and
swift action of many. But if we can
root out Saddam Hussein, if we can re-
build a nation of terror into a nation of
freedom, then we can get the troops
the news they need from home. It is up
to the Department of Defense to fix
this longstanding problem, but we
stand ready to help. We stand behind
our troops and behind our military
families, and we stand ready to help
them stay the course.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of House Resolution
608 introduced by the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. FORBES). I would like to
recognize the gentleman for his work
and interest in ensuring that our mili-
tary service members stationed over-
seas are afforded the right to vote.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize the gentlwoman
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) and
the gentlewoman from Connecticut
(Ms. DELAURO), who joined with me in
cosponsoring House Resolution 608. The
postal service is an integral part of the
American existence and something
that we often take for granted. To the
men and women in uniform serving
overseas, however, it is a vital connec-
tion to home, and they treasure the
ability to send and receive packages
and letters.

This resolution, Mr. Speaker, draws
attention to the continuing problem of
ensuring that members of the Armed
Forces stationed overseas have access
to mail and that they will be able to
send in their election ballots in a time-
ly manner. It would be a real shame if
our servicemen and women who are
fighting to bring democracy to places
like Afghanistan and Haiti were them-
selves denied the opportunity to cast
their own vote in November due to a
postal delay.

The 2000 Presidential election
brought to the Nation’s attention the
voting barriers that service members
and other Americans stationed or liv-
ing overseas face in the electoral proc-
ess. Service members living and de-
ployed abroad often find it difficult to
exercise their right to vote. Problems
with mail delivery, requirements for
valid ballots, and just obtaining infor-
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mation is a serious challenge, particu-
larly for those who may be deployed on
a submarine for 6 months or are sta-
tioned in remote areas around the
world.

To ensure that voting rights of serv-
ice members and Americans serving
and living abroad were protected, Con-
gress implemented a number of im-
provements to the voting process sev-
eral years ago. The law was changed to
improve the system and enhance the
opportunity for overseas service mem-
bers to participate in the electoral
process. For example, clarification was
provided on voting assistance pro-
grams; annual reviews of the effective-
ness and compliance by the Depart-
ment of Defense Inspector General are
required; the importance of voting as-
sistance officers was stressed; military
personnel have been afforded guaran-
teed residency; voter registration and
absentee ballot application procedures
were simplified; and authority for serv-
ice members to use a single application
for all subsequent elections was pro-
vided.

However, Mr. Speaker, this year’s an-
nual review by the Department of De-
fense Inspector General found that
while improvements have been made,
opportunities exist to improve the DOD
voting assistance program. The IG
found that the Services need to con-
tinue to provide command emphasis
and improve oversight of the program,
as problems still remain.

The General Accounting Office, or
more commonly referred to as GAO,
also recently conducted a review of the
mail delivery to troops serving in Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom and found that
while some improvements have been
made, many, many of the same dif-
ficulties the mail system faced during
the first Gulf War, over a decade ago,
still exist today. For example, GAO
found that problems still exist in con-
ducting joint service mail operations
and that inadequate training and late
deployments, as well as inadequate
postal facilities, equipment, and trans-
portation, have had an adverse impact
on the delivery of mail. My constitu-
ents often have particular difficulty
getting mail delivered as the regular
service to Guam is lengthy and erratic.
In the field there is often confusion as
to whether Guam is included in domes-
tic mail rates, which of course it is.

I had one soldier e-mail me from
Iraq, telling me he was made to pay for
postage while everyone else was able to
mail for free. These are the kinds of in-
consistencies that the military postal
service should examine and rectify.

While challenges still remain for
overseas and military voters, it is in-
teresting to note that absentee service
members consistently vote at a higher
rate than those eligible in the United
States. However, it is vitally impor-
tant that we ensure that those who vol-
unteer to serve our Nation in uniform
are able to exercise one of their most
basic rights, and that, Mr. Speaker, is
the right to vote.
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As a member of the Total Force Sub-
committee, I also want to reassure my
colleagues that the subcommittee
shares the concerns that are raised in
this resolution, and we will address
these issues in the defense authoriza-
tion that will be marked up tomorrow.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for her work on this
resolution and her support today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY), the distin-
guished chairman of the Readiness
Subcommittee of the House Committee
on Armed Services.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
FORBES) for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 608. Few things
boast morale in a war zone more than
receiving a card, a letter, or a care
package from a loved one from back
home. And, unfortunately, as more and
more men and women in uniform are
deployed in support of operations in Af-
ghanistan and Iraqi Freedom, we are
hearing countless stories of delays in
service members receiving their mail.

On March 24 of this year, the General
Accounting Office testified that some
of the problems that existed during Op-
eration Desert Storm in 1991 are occur-
ring now in Iraq and Afghanistan. Ac-
cording to the GAO, the current sys-
tem of delivering mail to service mem-
bers relies on outmoded and labor-in-
tensive manual sorting processes that
result in undue delays. Furthermore,
the Department of Defense is unable to
track mail and determine the timeli-
ness of deliveries. And since we have
known of the problem for so long and
we have not gotten it fixed, it tells me
that it is not a very high priority of
the Department of Defense; and I think
that is what this resolution does, is tell
the Department of Defense we think
this is important and it ought to be a
higher priority.

Compounding this situation is the
issue of service members serving in war
zones that are not able to vote, and we
have heard other speakers before me
talk about this, but it is serious and it
is important. Currently 29 States re-
quire absentee ballots to be mailed and
returned to the U.S. Postal Service.
Since these service members will not
be able to utilize fax machines or the
Internet to send their ballots, and
given the delays in the Department of
Defense’s mail service, there is a real
possibility of a repeat of the military
absentee ballot fiasco of the 2000 gen-
eral election. The potential disenfran-
chisement of military voters is simply
unacceptable.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 608
would require the Secretary of Defense
to establish a system that expedites
the delivery of election ballots to
members of the Armed Forces.
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Additionally, H. Res. 608 would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to es-
tablish a mail delivery system that ac-
curately tracks military postal trans-
mit times, ensuring servicemembers
will not have to wait weeks or months
to receive a long-awaited letter or
package from home.

Mr. Speaker, this is a problem that
must be fixed now, both for the morale
of the troops and to ensure that our
service men and women are given every
opportunity to exercise the voting
rights they serve to defend. This is why
I rise today in support of H. Res. 608.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I wish at this time to
urge my colleagues to support H. Res.
608. I do want to take this opportunity
to thank the distinguished gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. FORBES) for spon-
soring this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I can just tell you this
afternoon that if you asked any sol-
dier, sailor, airman or Marine serving
in the Iraq theater what is most impor-
tant to the morale and welfare of our
forces, the answer you will get from
them, and you are likely to hear, is
mail from home.

The very least our Nation can do for
our servicemembers who are deployed
halfway around the world risking their
lives to protect our freedoms is to en-
sure that they are able to receive the
comfort of a letter from those waiting
at home. Now is when our deployed
troops need to get mail from their
loved ones most.

A recent Chicago Tribune article
from May 6 gives real-life examples of
why that is so important. One volun-
teer with Support our Troops Illinois
knows the military postal service well.
She has mailed out over 2,000 care
packages to deployed servicemembers.
Now, many of them are stacked up on
her front doorstep because they were
‘“‘undeliverable.”” She said of the serv-
ice that she has gotten from the mili-
tary postal system, It is dis-
appointing, because we know how
much of a morale boost mail can give
the guys.”

Another recent news article stated
that the Marines look forward to the
nightly mail call because for most it is
the only way they can receive a word
from home. The article goes on to
quote a Marine who says, ‘“‘My wife
sent me seven boxes, and I've only re-
ceived one.” He went on to say that
““the first letter I received from my
wife was number six. Since then, I have
received five and seven, but I have no
idea what happened to the rest.”

Mail that is delayed for long periods
of time or not delivered at all nega-
tively affects the morale of not only
our deployed forces, but also their fam-
ilies at home. We owe it to our de-
ployed troops to immediately improve
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the military postal system so that
these problems do not continue. We
heard from the gentleman from Colo-
rado the importance of getting this
fixed for the voting issues that will
come up.

Mr. Speaker, I will just close by tell-
ing you that this is a problem that
began the year I was born. In 1952 a let-
ter from President Harry S. Truman to
Congress clearly echoed the challenges
that we face still today. He said this:
“Many of those in uniform are serving
overseas, or in parts of the country dis-
tant from their homes. They are unable
to return to their States, either to reg-
ister or to vote. Yet these men and
women who are serving their country
and in many cases risking their lives
deserve above all others to exercise the
right to vote in the election year. At a
time when these young men and
women are defending our country and
its free institutions, the least we at
home can do is to make sure that they
are able to enjoy the rights they are
being asked to fight to preserve.”

Mr. Speaker, it is time to pass this
resolution and to correct this problem.
I urge my colleagues to support the
resolution.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H. Res. 608
which states that it is in the interest of the
United States to immediately resolve long-
standing military mail delivery problems so
that our Armed Forces may properly receive
their mail and that their participation in the
2004 elections be ensured. Proper mail deliv-
ery is a hallmark of our nation, it a form of in-
frastructure that allows our nation to commu-
nicate freely. Therefore, we cannot allow our
Armed Forces to have a mail delivery system
that is in any way inferior to the one provided
to all other Americans.

| want to thank Representative FORBES of
the Armed Services Committee for bringing
this matter to the floor. There are many rea-
sons why proper mail delivery is essential for
our Armed Forces. The most evident reason is
that the members of our Armed Forces de-
serve to know that their correspondence is se-
cure. The transmittal and receipt of mail is the
most basic link that our brave men and
women fighting abroad have to their loved
ones back home. Often, due to the rigors of
their duty, mail is the only form of communica-
tion our soldiers have access to. Furthermore,
our Armed Forces often have lives back home
that they leave to fight abroad. This means
they have affairs they must put in order and
again the mail is the most commonly used
way to attend to these affairs. Of course, it is
more difficult to ensure proper mail delivery to
our Armed Forces since many of them are
stationed abroad and often in places of con-
flict. However, while ensuring proper mail de-
livery to our Armed Forces is more difficult, it
is far from impossible. Indeed, it is frustrating
that while private mail delivery companies can
guarantee international delivery of packages
within a matter of a few days we cannot en-
sure proper delivery of mail to our men and
women fighting abroad.

Perhaps more disturbing than the idea of
personal correspondence being mishandled, is
the idea that members of our Armed Forces
could effectively be excluded from participating
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in the upcoming elections because of a ques-
tionable mail delivery system. Members of the
Armed Forces stationed abroad must vote by
absentee ballots, which require proper mail
delivery in order to guarantee that those votes
are counted. Especially after witnessing the
closely contested 2000 Presidential elections
in which absentee ballots played a major role,
it is inconceivable that we would allow a weak-
ness in the system to continue. Just like every
other American, members of our Armed
Forces, both foreign and domestic, have a
right to know that both their mail and their bal-
lot are secure and accounted for.

It is time that we fully modernize the system
being used to deliver and receive mail to our
Armed Forces. The current system is often un-
reliable and highly labor intensive. In fact, the
current system does not even allow us to
know how much mail goes undelivered. Our
Armed Forces deserve better; furthermore,
they need a better system, for the effective
flow of communication is essential in all sec-
tors and the Armed Forces are no different. It
is time that we help create a more modern
and effective postal system for our Armed
Forces.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. FORBES) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 608.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——

MARY ANN COLLURA POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3939) to redesig-
nate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 14-24 Abbott
Road in Fair Lawn, New Jersey, as the
“Mary Ann Collura Post Office Build-
ing”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3939

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REDESIGNATION.

The facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 14-24 Abbott Road in Fair
Lawn, New Jersey, and known as the Fair
Lawn Main Post Office, shall be known and
designated as the ‘“Mary Ann Collura Post
Office Building”’.

SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the facility referred to in
section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘“Mary Ann Collura Post Office Build-
ing”.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 3939.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3939. This legislation is naming a post
office in Fair Lawn, New Jersey, after
Officer Mary Ann Collura. She was the
first woman to serve as an officer in
the Fair Lawn Police Department. H.R.
3939 fittingly honors the tremendous
service of an individual fallen peace of-
ficer.

Officer Collura was an outstanding
18-year veteran of the Fair Lawn Police
Department and a respected commu-
nity role model. On April 17, 2003, Offi-
cer Collura was called in to back up
fellow officers involved in a chase with
three young men in a car. The chase fa-
tally ended outside a Fair Lawn church
as one of the men shot Officer Collura
in the chest after she pursued the men
on foot. The assailant then stole Offi-
cer Collura’s patrol car and drove over
her body as he made his escape.

Mr. Speaker, everyone in the Fair
Lawn area who knew Officer Collura
knew she served her community with
the highest esteem. Earlier this spring,
as steps were being taken to ensure a
proper memorial for Officer Collura,
the local journal, the Fair Lawn News,
quoted a local resident who emotion-
ally said, ‘I knew her. She was supe-
rior as an officer and as a person.”’

Mr. Speaker, Officer Collura’s heart-
breaking story even attracted Presi-
dent Bush’s attention. At the Peace Of-
ficers’ Memorial Day Service outside
this Capitol last year on May 15, the
President mentioned Officer Collura as
a law enforcement officer who trag-
ically lost her life in the past year.

The President cited a quote from one
of Officer Collura’s fellow officers, who
later said about her, ‘““There are prob-
ably 100 cops like this who did every-
thing right and still have their names
on the wall,” of the National Law En-
forcement Memorial. The Officer went
on to say, ‘“You put your faith in the
hands of God every day when you go
out there.”

Mr. Speaker, the wicked events of
April 17, 2003, remind all of us of the
dangers of police work. Officers of the
peace, like Mary Ann Collura, earn our
perpetual respect each and every day
for their brave efforts to protect all of
us.
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This post office naming will post-
humously commemorate Officer Mary
Ann Collura’s service to our Nation.
Unquestionably, this is a highly war-
ranted honor, and I strongly urge all
Members to support the bill’s passage.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the distin-
guished gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. ROTHMAN) for his meaningful work
on H.R. 3939.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Committee on Government Reform, I
am pleased to join my colleague in con-
sideration of H.R. 3939, legislation
naming the postal facility in Fair
Lawn, New Jersey, after Mary Ann
Collura. This measure was introduced
by the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. ROTHMAN) on March 11, 2004, and
unanimously reported by our com-
mittee on April 1, 2004. It enjoys the
support and cosponsorship of the entire
New Jersey delegation.

Officer Mary Ann Collura was a dedi-
cated police officer, a woman who
made a difference in her hometown of
Fair Lawn, New Jersey. According to
news accounts, Mary Ann had wanted
to become a police officer since junior
high school. She was 25 when she joined
the force, and served for 18 years until
her tragic death.

On April 17, 2003, Officer Collura was
fatally shot while helping a fellow offi-
cer arrest three suspects after a car
chase.

Officer Collura was an active and de-
voted member of the Fair Lawn Police
Department. She loved her work and
looked forward to helping those in
need. Designating the post office in
Fair Lawn, New Jersey, is an excellent
way to honor the memory of Officer
Mary Ann Collura.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for sponsoring this measure and
urge swift passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE).

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
Saturday, May 15, nearly 20,000 peace
officers are expected to gather in
Washington D.C. to honor their fallen
comrades for National Peace Officers
Memorial Day. In keeping with this
sentiment today, this body will pay
tribute to one of the 166 police officers
killed annually in the line of duty.

By redesignating the Fair Lawn post
office as the Mary Ann Collura Post Of-
fice Building, we honor the life of Offi-
cer Mary Ann Collura and the extraor-
dinary sacrifice she made to protect
her community.

I would like to thank my esteemed
colleague, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. ROTHMAN), for introducing
this legislation. This legislation has
special significance for me because Of-
ficer Collura was the aunt of my cam-
paign manager, Scott Snyder. After
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having had the opportunity to hear
Scott speak about his aunt, I have
greater appreciation for this extraor-
dinary woman and how tragic it is she
has been taken from this world far too
soon.

Though I have never had the oppor-
tunity to meet her, I am humbled by
the remarkable life she led. One family
member remarked to me, ‘“‘Mary Ann
was a 6-foot tall female cop who loved
motorcycles and taught me how to
throw a baseball. But when I look in
the mirror and see our resemblance, I
can’t help but judge myself against her
standards, knowing that if I come
close, that means I have achieved
something great with my own life.”

Through the thousands of stories
that have been told about her deeds
and personality, the one ringing truth
is that she represented a person we all
long to be. She was the kind of warm
person that could light up faces with a
smile, the virtuous type that viewed
everyone around her as a potential
friend, and the forgiving type of person
that can truly see the best in the worst
of us. She accomplished this without
even knowing, without the official
commitment or the sacred vows. She
lived from her heart.

Over the course of her career, Officer
Collura had received numerous re-
wards, including a departmental Meri-
torious Service Award and the Hacken-
sack University Medical Center EMS
Excellence Award for her life-saving
skills. Furthermore, she had received
numerous commendation letters from
the community for her prompt, cour-
teous, and thoughtful service.

After dutifully serving for 18 years on
the Fair Lawn Police Department, Offi-
cer Collura was fatally shot on April
17, 2003, in the line of duty. She was
only 43 years old.

Mary Ann did not begin a life of aid-
ing others when she became a police of-
ficer. She became a police officer so she
could make a living doing what she
really had already done, being our pro-
tector. For those who knew her, Mary
Ann lived by her own rules; and though
her death tore deep in the hearts of so
many people who continue to grieve, it
was her way: on the job, protecting her
fellow officers and protecting all of us.

Thanks to the courageous acts of
people like Officer Mary Ann Collura,
countless Americans can go about their
daily lives in a freer and safer society.
Police Officer Collura’s tragic death
should serve as a reminder to all of us
how fortunate we are to have such he-
roic individuals looking over us.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from the Ninth District of New Jersey
(Mr. ROTHMAN), the author of this leg-
islation.

(Mr. ROTHMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Illinois for yield-
ing me time. I thank our chairman, the
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gentleman from Virginia (Mr. ToMm
DAvVIS), and I thank our ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from California
(Mr. WAXMAN), for moving this bill so
expeditiously through the House. And I
thank our fellow Senators from the
other body for their cosponsoring of
my legislation in that body as well.

I rise in support of H.R. 3939, a bill to
rename the main post office in Fair
Lawn, New Jersey, the town I live in,
within my district, as the Mary Ann
Collura Post Office.

It has been a year since we lost Mary
Ann, who served on the Fair Lawn Po-
lice Force for 18 years. She was the
first female police officer in Fair Lawn
history. She was killed in the line of
duty on April 17, 2003.

Mary Ann was backing up another
police officer from the district of the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL), Steven Farrell, who was in
the course of arresting three men
charged with robbery following a car
chase that ended outside a church in
Fair Lawn, New Jersey.
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It was at that point that Officer
Farrell was wounded and Officer
Collura was fatally wounded.

Throughout her life, as the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
so eloquently said, Mary Ann embodied
what is best about the people in our
communities in New Jersey, and per-
haps in all of America. She was kind,
she was generous, she was courageous,
she was a pioneer, and she was a person
who truly cared about her community.
She was the kind of a police officer who
all the kids in the school system knew
they could go to if they had a problem,
especially a problem that they felt un-
comfortable talking to their teachers
or their parents about. She was a pio-
neer. She grew up always wanting to be
a police officer, and when she got
sworn in, it was the happiest, most
proud day of her life. There was no ob-
stacle that would stand in her way. She
was going to protect the people of Fair
Lawn, New Jersey.

She had this special desire, among
many other things, innovations of hers,
to protect kids during Halloween. So
she spearheaded the effort to give each
child in Fair Lawn, New Jersey a glow
stick so that while they were walking
through the streets trick-or-treating,
they could be seen by people driving
their cars and perhaps their parents
following somewhat behind since, of
course, it is very embarrassing, as my
children say, to be walking with your
own children, or have your own parents
walking with you. That led, as a mat-
ter of fact, to my reintroducing a bill
to move daylight savings time one
week later after Halloween so that kids
could trick-or-treat in an extra hour of
daylight.

But it was Mary Ann’s love for her
community and love for those children
that put forth that particular effort
and made her a mentor, a mentor to
young police officers, men and women,
who saw her as a true leader.
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She loved motorcycles, and the day
after her memorial service, 2,500 police
officers, and others, 2,600 motorcyclists
rode through Fair Lawn, New Jersey in
honor of Mary Ann Collura. It was a
sight to behold.

To commemorate the life of Mary
Ann Collura and her outstanding serv-
ice to the people of the community of
Fair Lawn, New Jersey, I introduced
legislation to rename the Fair Lawn
Post Office the Mary Ann Collura Post
Office at Fair Lawn, New Jersey, so
that when future generations who
never had the privilege of knowing her
or never read the stories about her,
when a child walks into the post office
in the future with their mom or their
dad, they would say, Mommy or Daddy,
why is this plaque here? Who was Mary
Ann Collura? And then the story of
Mary Ann Collura, her bravery, her
great service to the people of Fair
Lawn would be retold from generation
to generation and onward ever forward,
because she truly was a great role
model, not just for young women, but
for everyone.

As we come together to celebrate Na-
tional Police Week and National Peace
Officers Memorial Day this Thursday,
we remember that in life and death,
Mary Ann Collura and so many other
fallen officers remind us of a difference
that one person can make in making
this world a safer and better place. We
know that Mary Ann is looking down
upon us from heaven, and that while
Fair Lawn and the people of Fair Lawn
may have lost one of their bravest pro-
tectors, they have gained and the world
has gained another angel.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote for this piece of legislation, and I
know that the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) joins with me
and will have some remarks as well.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I have no other speakers at
this time, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) from
the Eighth District.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Illinois for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in very
strong support of H.R. 3939. This bill is
to redesignate a postal facility in Fair
Lawn, New Jersey in honor of Mary
Ann Collura, a wonderful, wonderful
woman who I knew personally, a brave
officer who was shot down in the line of
duty while protecting her hometown
and coming to the assistance of an-
other police officer from another town.
She was in every sense of the word a
first responder all the time, every day.

I want to congratulate my neigh-
boring Congressman, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. ROTHMAN), on
moving this forward.

Mary Ann Collura defied the odds.
She lived her dream by becoming Fair
Lawn’s first female law enforcement
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officer. She set her mind to doing it,
and she did it.

Officer Collura was a credit to her
community, partly because she broke
the mold by becoming that first female
police officer, and partly because she
served an impressive 18 years. But her
greatest quality was her attachment
and proven dedication to the commu-
nity of Fair Lawn. She grew up there.
She knew that community, and she
loved it, and they loved her. No citizen
can ask for more from their commu-
nity police officers.

This was a woman whose service was
not restricted by the hours that she
worked. When Mary Ann Collura was in
Fair Lawn, on duty or not on duty, the
public could depend on her vigilance.
Many in my town of Patterson knew
all about how she cared. We even called
her “Ma.”

Some of my favorite stories about
Mary Ann’s heroism revolve around her
willingness to face fires. Though she
was not a firefighter, Mary Ann had
that firefighter instinct, was never
hesitant to enter a burning building in
order to protect her community. She
once saved an elderly woman that was
trapped in a burning house following a
cooking accident.

On April 17, 2003, the day Mary Ann
was Killed, she was assisting an officer
from Clifton, New Jersey, police officer
Steven Farrell. Once the apprehended
suspect left the district and reached
Fair Lawn, the suspect abandoned his
car and started to run by foot. Officer
Farrell and Officer Collura attempted
to pursue and arrest the suspect. Four
shots were fired, both officers were
shot, but it was Officer Collura who
suffered fatal wounds.

Mary Ann Collura’s story is hum-
bling. I will never forget the help that
she lent to Officer Farrell and the Clif-
ton Police Department. Officer Collura
made the ultimate sacrifice to ensure
the safety of her loving community,
and it is for this that we honor her.

Naming a post office after Officer
Collura is only a small token of our
deep appreciation. It is my hope that
the redesignation will provide that her
name and inspiring story will always
be remembered.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the House to pass
this fitting tribute to Officer Collura.
As the story that the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. ROTHMAN) shared with
me earlier this afternoon, someday in
the future, that little child will be
walking past this Post Office with his
parents and will ask, what is that
name all about, and the parents will
know and will tell the story of Mary
Ann Collura.

God bless her and her family, and
God bless this Congress.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is clear from the comments of my
colleagues from New Jersey that Mary
Ann Collura is indeed a legend in her
community and surrounding areas.

Mr. Speaker, we have no further
speakers, and I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I have been touched as well
by all of the comments about Mary
Ann Collura. Sometimes an incident
happens like that in a State and in the
Nation that touches everybody and,
certainly, naming this Post Office after
this fantastic American is an appro-
priate thing.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of the Mem-
bers to support the passage of H.R.
3939.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PUTNAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3939.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

DR. MIGUEL A. NEVAREZ POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4299) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 410 South
Jackson Road in Edinburg, Texas, as
the “Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez Post Office
Building”’.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4299

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF DR. MIGUEL A.
NEVAREZ POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 410
South Jackson Road in Edinburg, Texas,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘Dr.
Miguel A. Nevarez Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘Dr. Miguel A Nevarez
Post Office Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform, I rise
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in support of H.R. 4299 that designates
a post office in Edinburg, Texas as the
“Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez Post Office
Building.”” All of the members of the
Texas State delegation have cospon-
sored this important legislation.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Miguel Nevarez has
been president of the University of
Texas-Pan American in Edinburg for
the last 23 years. In 1981, Dr. Nevarez
inherited a small university of only
8,000 students. But today, UT-Pan
American boasts more than 15,000 stu-
dents and 600 faculty members. Dr.
Nevarez’s 23 years of service makes
him the longest-serving Hispanic uni-
versity or college president in the en-
tire Nation.

A distinguished educator, Dr.
Nevarez is a vice-chair of the Council
of Public University Presidents and
Chancellors, and he is a member of the
American Council of Education and the
American Association of State Colleges
and Universities.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Nevarez retires this
Friday, May 14. President Nevarez led
his final spring commencement exer-
cises just last weekend, as over 1,200
students from UT-Pan American re-
ceived their degrees. House passage of
this legislation will provide Dr.
Nevarez and his family with a timely
honor for his contributions to all past,
current, and future students of UT-Pan
American.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
support H.R. 4299.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my colleague
in consideration of H.R. 4299, legisla-
tion naming a postal facility in Edin-
burg, Texas after Dr. Miguel A.
Nevarez.

This measure, which was introduced
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HINOJOSA) on May 6, 2004 enjoys the
support and cosponsorship of the Texas
delegation.

Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez has served as
President of the University of Texas-
Pan American for 23 years. The Univer-
sity of Texas-Pan American is the lead-
ing institution serving underserved and
underrepresented students in the south
Texas community. The university is
home to a high concentration of His-
panic students. Currently Hispanic en-
rollment is 87 percent of the student
body.

Throughout his tenure as president
of the university, Dr. Nevarez has made
a difference in his community and pro-
fession by providing and improving
higher educational opportunities to
south Texas residents. For his efforts,
Dr. Nevarez has received numerous ac-
colades. He was named Outstanding Ed-
ucator by President Reagan in 1985, and
has worked closely with many United
States Presidents on education reform
and Hispanic education initiatives.
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Dr. Nevarez has testified in Congress
on the contributions of America’s His-
panic-serving institutions. He has been
named one of the 100 Influential His-
panics by Hispanic Business Magazine
and has been credited with creating a
Hispanic middle class in south Texas.

Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez is retiring this
year. By way of recognizing his many
years of dedicated service, the univer-
sity is hosting a special dinner on May
14, 2004, in his honor.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join my
colleague, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HINOJOSA), in honoring the enor-
mous educational and professional con-
tributions of Dr. Nevarez. Designating
the post office in Edinburg, Texas, is
an excellent way to pay tribute to Dr.
Miguel A. Nevarez.

I urge swift passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, we have no other speakers at
this moment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA), the sponsor
of this bill, from the 15th Congressional
District of Texas.

(Mr. HINOJOSA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to urge my colleagues to support H.R.
4299, a bill that will rename the post of-
fice in Edinburg, Texas, home of the
University of Texas Pan American, in
honor of Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez. I want
to thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Chairman ToM DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Ranking Mem-
ber WAXMAN) for their assistance in
bringing this legislation to the floor so
quickly.

I want to congratulate and thank one
of the great modern heroes of south
Texas, Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez, my good
friend, who is retiring this year from
the presidency of the University of
Texas Pan American.

Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez has presided
over a sea change in south Texas. His
leadership of the University of Texas
Pan American has transformed the re-
gion. In fact, he laid the infrastructure
that will transform south Texas.

Dr. Nevarez has guided this institu-
tion from the days when this was still
a position called Associate Dean of
Men and only 8,000 students, many in
remedial education, to today when
UTPA is a full-fledged research institu-
tion, offering 56 undergraduate pro-
grams, 42 master’s programs and three
doctoral programs. Today, in 2004,
UTPA enrolls over 15,000 students.

The growth and development of south
Texas are inextricably linked to the
growth and development of UTPA. Dr.
Nevarez has risen to the challenge and
has made south Texas and its south
Texans proud. He has mentored fac-
ulties, students, and administrators.



H2750

He has built the capacity of the insti-
tution both physically and intellectu-
ally. UTPA is one of the most beautiful
and well-equipped campuses in the
State of Texas, and it is on the cutting
edge in new research and technologies.

As UTPA has matured, so has south
Texas. This is a dynamic region with
dramatic growth in population and jobs
in all areas of economic activity; and
UTPA, with Dr. Nevarez as the univer-
sity president, is at the center of it all.
This is his legacy.

Furthermore, Dr. Nevarez has been
the longest-serving Hispanic president
of a college or university. He was one
of the pioneers that paved the way for
Federal support for Hispanic-serving
institutions. His leadership and advo-
cacy on behalf of HSIs helped create a
specific designation in the 1998 higher
education reauthorization. This des-
ignation has resulted in increased Fed-
eral funding by all Federal agencies for
HSIs nationwide. These colleges and
universities open the doors of higher
education to half of the Latinos at-
tending college in the country.

Dr. Nevarez’s leadership has laid the
foundation for the educational ad-
vancement of the fastest-growing, larg-
est minority group in the country, His-
panic Americans. Raising the level of
educational attainment for the His-
panic community is of paramount im-
portance to our future security and
prosperity.

I want to also acknowledge and rec-
ognize Dr. Nevarez’s family. First, his
beautiful wife Blanca Medina Nevarez
who has been a very loving and strong
supporter of her husband. Second, I
have seen his three children, Miguel
II1, Annette and Marc, who have had to
share their father with so many people.
His duties and responsibilities may
have kept him from participating in
some important family gatherings, but
rest assured that his family’s sacrifices
have not gone unnoticed. I thank them
for supporting Miguel’s efforts.

I am happy for my friend. He has
earned his retirement. He has given so
much of himself to the great State of
Texas, to the Hispanic community, and
to our great Nation. His efforts and his
accomplishments will long be remem-
bered. The post office in Edinburg,
Texas, an all-American city, shall bear
the name of Dr. Miguel A. Nevarez. He
is ready to pass the mantle of leader-
ship for UTPA and south Texas as we
move into the 21st century; and thanks
to him, we are ready.

Que Dios le bendiga! May God bless
you.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT), a represent-
ative from the 10th Congressional Dis-
trict of Texas.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

Though we honor the life’s work of
Dr. Miguel Nevarez by designating a
post office with his name, his real leg-
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acy is reflected in the lives and the ca-
reers of the students that he has helped
for over a quarter of a century with his
leadership and service, mostly as presi-
dent of UT Pan American.

Dr. Nevarez is the first Hispanic
president of UT Pan Am and the long-
est seated Hispanic president of any
four-year institution of higher learn-
ing. He has a total of over 30 years of
service to UT Pan Am, including his
tenure as a professor in the education
department, associate dean of men,
vice president for student and univer-
sity affairs and, of course, as president
and leader of the university.

Dr. Nevarez has repeatedly been rec-
ognized for his leadership, including
being named one of the 100 Most Influ-
ential Hispanics in America’” and as
one of the ‘50 Most Influential His-
panics in Business Technology.”” His
commitment to education has fun-
damentally and forever changed not
only the Rio Grande Valley but else-
where across our Nation as UT Pan Am
graduates have assumed positions of
leadership.

It is not surprising to any of us who
have worked with Dr. Nevarez that,
after a much-deserved sabbatical, he
will be returning to work with Dr.
Velma Menchaca and the outstanding
faculty of the Department of Edu-
cational Leadership. There, he will re-
turn to teaching, and he will be work-
ing primarily with the doctoral and
master’s programs involving higher
education, organizational behavior and
organizational management, programs
that came into being through his lead-
ership as the president at UT Pan
American.

Just as the commencements that we
are celebrating across America rep-
resent both an end and a beginning, so
does this announcement by Dr.
Nevarez. The opportunity is there for
us to step up to the challenge of giving
students all the education for which
each is willing to work. We can honor
this legacy of Dr. Nevarez not only by
the quite appropriate naming of a post
office down the street in his honor, but
by giving our public institutions of
higher learning the financial support
that they need to do the job to which
he has dedicated his life, and particu-
larly, in preparing our students for
quality jobs upon graduation, by giving
them the financial assistance that they
deserve.

With the overwhelming majority of
students at UT Pan American quali-
fying for student financial assistance,
but with too many unable to receive
the assistance that they need at cur-
rent funding levels, it would be par-
ticularly appropriate to honor Dr.
Nevarez with the further tribute of ex-
tending and expanding that financial
assistance. I believe that we must dou-
ble the maximum amount of Pell
Grants in order to achieve that objec-
tive.

Dr. Nevarez already has the grateful
thanks of a community that he has
served for decades. Today, as we des-
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ignate this post office with his name,
this body, the United States Congress,
affirms our gratitude for his life’s work
in service, not just to the Rio Grande
Valley but to our entire Nation in de-
veloping the leaders who will guide our
country in the future.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ).

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, let
me take this opportunity also to rise
on behalf of the Texas delegation and
congratulate the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) on
these efforts.

Let me share with my colleagues
that H.R. 4299, which designates the fa-
cility of the United States Post Office
that will be located at 410 South Jack-
son Road in Edinburg, Texas, as the Dr.
Miguel A. Nevarez Post Office Build-
ing, is fitting and proper.

Let me just say that I had the oppor-
tunity to serve in the Texas House for
11 years in the higher education com-
mittee; and during that period of time,
I had the opportunity to work with the
doctor there, and there is no doubt that
his tenacity, his perseverance, and his
dedication were displayed.

I also want to take this opportunity
to congratulate him on the efforts not
only at Pan Am but in higher edu-
cation throughout Texas. During that
period of time, we have found ourselves
in Texas in the crossroads of lacking a
lot of resources, and one way was to
start capping enrollment and was to
begin to expand the opportunities for
south Texas; and I know Dr. Nevarez
was there for us as a whole, making
sure that those opportunities were
there.

When we started to sue the State of
Texas during that time, he was there
to make sure that we followed through;
and the results of those efforts resulted
in a piece of legislation that allowed
opportunities for the expansion not
only at Texas Pan Am but also the 4-
year institution at Brownsfield, the 4-
year institution at Downtown San An-
tonio, the 4-year institution at Corpus
Christi, the 4-year institution at La-
redo, the expansion at A&I in
Kingsville and others.
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And he played a significant role in
those efforts.

So I rise today in support of the nam-
ing of the United States Post Office for
Dr. Miguel Nevarez and to congratulate
his service.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to advise my colleague that I
have no further requests for time. I
would simply congratulate the gen-
tleman for his introduction of the bill
and urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
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I urge all Members to support the
passage of H.R. 4299. I also understand
that Dr. Nevarez will actually be an
honoree at a dinner reception on Fri-
day night in McAllen, Texas. And cer-
tainly on behalf of all the Members of
this body, I want to thank and wish Dr.
Nevarez the very best in his retire-
ment, and I specifically want to thank
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HiNoJosA) for introducing this legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PUTNAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4299.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————————

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF PEACE OFFICERS ME-
MORIAL DAY

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
622) supporting the goals and ideals of
Peace Officers Memorial Day.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 622

Whereas the well-being of all people of the
United States is preserved and enhanced as a
direct result of the vigilance and dedication
of law enforcement personnel;

Whereas more than 957,500 law enforcement
personnel, the highest amount ever in the
United States, serve their fellow citizens as
guardians of peace;

Whereas peace officers are on the front line
in preserving the right of the children of the
United States to receive an education in a
crime-free environment, a right that is all
too often threatened by the insidious fear
caused by violence in schools;

Whereas 145 peace officers across the Na-
tion were killed in the line of duty during
2003, well below the decade-long average of
166 deaths annually, and a major drop from
2001 when 230 officers were killed, including
72 officers in the September 11th terrorist at-
tacks;

Whereas every year, 1 out of every 9 peace
officers is assaulted, 1 out of every 25 peace
officers is injured, and 1 out of every 4,400
peace officers is killed in the line of duty;

Whereas section 136 of title 36, United
States Code, requests that the President
issue each year a proclamation designating
May 15 as Peace Officers Memorial Day in
honor of Federal, State, and local officers
killed or disabled in the line of duty; and

Whereas on May 15, 2004, more than 20,000
peace officers are expected to gather in
Washington, D.C. to join with the families of
their recently fallen comrades to honor
those comrades and all others who went be-
fore them: Now, therefore, be it
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Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Peace
Officers Memorial Day to honor Federal,
State, and local peace officers killed or dis-
abled in the line of duty; and

(2) calls upon the people of the United
States to observe such a day with appro-
priate ceremonies and respect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on H. Res. 622, the reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 622
supports the goals and the ideals of
Peace Officers Memorial Day. This Sat-
urday, May 15, is Peace Officers Memo-
rial Day, a day that serves as an impor-
tant remembrance of Federal, State,
and local law enforcement officials who
were Kkilled or disabled in the line of
duty during the past year.

According to the text of the resolu-
tion, 145 peace officers were killed dur-
ing 2003. Mr. Speaker, remarkably,
nearly 1 million Americans serve their
country in some law enforcement ca-
pacity today. Their daily professions
remain inherently dangerous, therefore
all Americans must recognize and cher-
ish their contributions to our liberty
and to our security.

Mr. Speaker, this week is National
Police Week, which occurs each year
during the calendar week in which
Peace Officers Memorial Day falls.
Thousands of law enforcement per-
sonnel and their families will attend
several events in the Washington, D.C.
area during this week, culminating
with the 23rd annual National Peace
Officers Memorial Day services at noon
on Saturday, May 15, at the west front
of this revered building, the United
States Capitol building.

We all owe our Nation’s peace offi-
cers a tremendous debt of gratitude for
their commitment to the safety of
every citizen. Therefore, today, I am
pleased the House is considering House
Resolution 622 during this meaningful
and somber week for those who defend
our homeland.

Mr. Speaker, I highly commend the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY)
for shepherding House Resolution 622
to the floor today. Primarily, I wish to
thank him for his work to recognize
the sacrifices of the men and women of
American law enforcement.

H2751

This is a solemn piece of legislation,
and I encourage every Member of the
House to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, each day, police officers
nobly protect our families, friends, and
neighbors from crime. While it is im-
possible to suitably thank these brave
Americans for the tremendous sac-
rifices they make, we pause to salute
them for their courage, dedication, and
service, and to pay our respects to
those who have fallen in the line of
duty. Peace officers work to improve
the quality of life for all of us. For
that, they deserve our sincere apprecia-
tion and our respect.

Every year, one out of every nine
peace officers is assaulted, one out of
every 25 is injured, and one out of
every 4,400 is killed. In the last year
alone, 145 police officers were killed in
the line of duty. And while this number
reflects a decrease in officers Kkilled,
each death is a tragedy and a loss to
the community, and especially to the
families.

Sergeant Philip J. O’Reilly of Chi-
cago was killed in an automobile acci-
dent while on patrol at 5 a.m. Sunday,
March 16, 2003. Sergeant O’Reilly was
assigned to the Foster Avenue Police
District and had been with the Chicago
Police Department for 16 years. He is
survived by his wife, six children, and
seven siblings.

Sergeant O’Reilly’s fellow officers re-
member him as a devoted officer, a tre-
mendous father, and a great man. It is
our duty as Americans to honor the
service of men and women like Ser-
geant O’Reilly who made the ultimate
sacrifice so that we may all sleep a lit-
tle easier at night knowing that our
community and our world is a safer
place.

On Saturday, May 20, Sergeant
O’Reilly’s name will be among the 362
fallen officers who will be officially
added to a memorial at a candlelight
vigil. I support the goals and ideals of
Police Officers Memorial Day to honor
Federal, State, and local peace officers
killed or disabled in the line of duty.
And I call upon the people of the
United States to observe such a day
with appropriate ceremonies and re-
spect.

You can never give more than your
life, and these men and women give the
very best of what they have.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY), the sponsor of this
resolution.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time, and I thank the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS) for pushing
this through in time for the actual me-
morial.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the more than 20,000 peace officers
from around the country who will come
to Washington, D.C. this next week,
and in fact all the peace officers, the 1
million or so peace officers of one kind
or another throughout the Nation.
They are coming for National Police
Week to commemorate the lives, as we
have already heard, the 145 peace offi-
cers who died last year in the line of
duty.

Today, we recognize May 15 as Na-
tional Peace Officers Memorial Day
and pay tribute to the commitment,
sacrifice, and public safety services
these officers provide for all Americans
on a daily basis.

As we all know, September 11, 2001
stands out as one of the most tragic
days in American history. On that fate-
ful Tuesday, we lost 72 police officers,
the largest loss of law enforcement per-
sonnel in a single day in our Nation’s
history. While September 11 offered an
extreme glimpse of law enforcement’s
services and sacrifice, similar acts of
heroism, individual acts of heroism and
valor, are performed every day in every
community by police officers across
our great Nation.

Last year, more than 145 officers are
killed in the line of duty nationwide,
and, thankfully, these police officers
killed last year is well below the dec-
ade-long average of 166 deaths, and
slightly less than in 2002. The deaths
have decreased in each of the last 2
years, and, hopefully, this is a lasting
trend.

Peace officers in every community
have an admirable record of services
and sacrifice, yet too many Americans
lack true understanding and apprecia-
tion, I feel, of law enforcement’s work.
That is why I worked a few years ago
to help establish the National Law En-
forcement Museum in Washington,
D.C., and this week, 362 names of brave
men and women will be added to the
memorial, 145 from 2003 and 217 from
prior years.

Unlike most other jobs, peace offi-
cers face unprecedented risks while
bravely protecting our communities
and our freedoms. I hope my colleagues
will join me today in paying tribute to
our Nation’s fallen officers and express-
ing our gratitude for the work these
men and women perform.

We feel very strongly here in the
Congress, I think, about paying honor
to the brave men and women in uni-
form. And when we say that, we usu-
ally mean those that serve in the
Armed Services of our country. But
there are other brave men and women
in uniform we need to pay tribute to,
and that is why I offer this resolution
today.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I would simply congratulate the
gentleman from Colorado for his intro-
duction of this legislation and urge its
passage.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume, and I also want to thank
the gentleman from Colorado for his
work on House Resolution 622. It is a
great piece of legislation, and I urge its
adoption.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
the well-being of all people of the United
States is preserved and enhanced as a direct
result of the vigilance and dedication of law
enforcement personnel. More than 957,500
law enforcement personnel, the highest
amount ever in the United States, serve their
fellow citizens as guardians of peace.

Peace officers are on the front line in pre-
serving the right of the children of the United
States to receive an education in a crime-free
environment, a right that is all too often threat-
ened by the insidious fear caused by violence
in schools. 145 peace officers across the Na-
tion were killed in the line of duty during 2003,
well below the decade-long average of 166
deaths annually, and a major drop from 2001
when 230 officers were killed, including 72 of-
ficers in the September 11 terrorist attacks.

As chair of the Congressional Children’s
Caucus, | express my deep appreciation for
what the Peace Officers do support the chil-
dren of America, by focusing on crimes
against our children. Every year, 1 out of
every 9 peace officers is assaulted, 1 out of
every 25 peace officers is injured, and 1 out
of every 4,400 peace officers is killed in the
line of duty.

On May 15, 2004, more than 20,000 peace
officers are expected to gather in Washington,
D.C. to join with the families of their recently
fallen comrades to honor those comrades and
all others who went before them. | am pleased
to be joined by my colleagues in the House of
Representatives to support the goals and
ideals of Peace Officers Memorial Day to
honor Federal, State, and local peace officers
killed or disabled in the line of duty. Also, |
want to call upon the people of the United
States to observe such a day with appropriate
ceremonies and respect.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in
strong support of House Resolution 622,
“Supporting the Goals and Ideals of Peace Of-
ficers Memorial Day.” Now more than ever our
nation relies on the valor and commitment of
our peace officers to protect our families and
communities each day and in times of crisis.
| am privileged to know many fine police offi-
cers, including my Uncle Les, a dedicated and
long time officer with the Chicago Police De-
partment.

Last year, 145 police officers were killed in
the line of duty. While this is a significant drop
from previous years, the death of any officer
is a tragedy and loss felt deeply in our com-
munities. | join with my colleagues in honoring
the memory and sacrifices of these heroes,
and | applaud the continued service of law en-
forcement and all public safety workers who
face danger every day to protect our streets
and our schools.

As Members of Congress, we have a re-
sponsibility to support our nation’s law en-
forcement officers and supply them with all of
the tools and resources they need to ensure
their safety and ours. Our support means ac-
tion, not just empty rhetoric. The men and
women in blue have asked us to take action
on renewing the 1994 Assault Weapons Ban,
set to expire on September 13th. Indeed, a
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broad coalition of law enforcement advotates,
including the membership of the International
Association of Chiefs of Police, the National
Association of Police Organizations, the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Police Officers, and
the American Probation and Parole Associa-
tion are among many others who have urged
Congress to pass an extension of this legisla-
tion, which has proven an effective and life-
saving law. To date, their call for this common
sense remedy to gun crimes has gone unan-
swered.

These organizations and the police officers
they represent support the ban because it
works. Before the 1994 Assault Weapons ban,
one in five police officers killed in the line of
duty were attacked with assault weapons. The
year after the ban passed, that figure dropped
to zero. This single statistic speaks volumes
for its effectiveness. Another case in point: In
1991, assault weapons were used in eight
percent all gun crimes. By 2003 it was only
one percent. If we allow the ban to expire, our
peace officers will be subjected to the pro-
liferation of assault weapons and their lives
will be needlessly placed in greater danger.

This past Sunday—Mothers Day 2003—
thousands of women gathered on the west
lawn of the Capitol to mourn the death of chil-
dren lost to gun violence. This coming Satur-
day, 20,000 peace officers will gather at the
same place to remember their fallen brothers
and sisters. What better way to express our
support for them than by renewing the assault
weapons ban. | believe Congress should go a
step further by closing the gun show loophole
and enacting sensible safety protections. We
owe it to the families of our fallen heroes to
pass these life-savings measures.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the Gentleman from
Colorado for introducing this important resolu-
tion, and | urge my colleagues to vote for it.
| also urge the leadership to bring the Assault
Weapons Ban to the floor for a vote. That
would be the most meaningful and effective
demonstration of our support and to honor
America’s peace officers and their invaluable
role in the safety of our families and commu-
nities.

Mr. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 622.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

RECOGNIZING AND HONORING THE
TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF VIET-
NAM HUMAN RIGHTS DAY

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to resolution (H. Res. 613)
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recognizing and honoring the tenth an-
niversary of Vietnam Human Rights
Day.
The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 613

Whereas May 11, 2004, is the 14th anniver-
sary of the issuance of the Manifesto of the
Non-Violent Movement for Human Rights in
Vietnam and the tenth anniversary of Viet-
nam Human Rights Day, as designated on
May 11, 1994, by Public Law 103-258;

Whereas Vietnam Human Rights Day rec-
ognizes the important contributions of the
author of the Manifesto, Dr. Nguyen Dan
Que, and uncounted numbers of innocent Vi-
etnamese, including religious leaders and
ethnic minorities who have been tortured,
imprisoned, or held under house arrest by
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam because of
their nonviolent struggle for freedom and
human rights;

Whereas the Manifesto, which calls upon
Hanoi to respect basic human rights, accept
a multiparty system, and restore the right of
the Vietnamese people to choose their own
form of government through free and fair
elections, reflects the will and aspirations of
the people of Vietnam;

Whereas the leaders of the Socialist Repub-
lic of Vietnam are expanding diplomatic and
trade relations with the rest of the world;
and

Whereas the United States, as leader of the
free world, has a special responsibility to
safeguard freedom and promote the protec-
tion of human rights throughout the world:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors and recognizes the 10th anniver-
sary of Vietnam Human Rights Day;

(2) supports the designation of a ‘“‘Vietnam
Human Rights Day’’; and

(3) urges all Americans to share in this
commemoration so as to have a greater ap-
preciation of the role Vietnam Human
Rights Day has played in helping to defend
and further the liberties and freedom of all
Vietnamese people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on H. Res. 613, the reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, 10 years ago, the Con-
gress designated May 11, 1994, as Viet-
nam Human Rights Day through a
joint resolution that became Public
Law 103-258. The resolution was intro-
duced in response to the issuance of the
Manifesto of the Nonviolent Movement
For Human Rights in Vietnam. That
manifesto, written by the great human
rights leader Dr. Nguyen Dan Que, in-
tended to push pressure on the Social-
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ist regime in Hanoi to respect the
human rights of all Vietnamese citi-
zZens.

This is the tenth anniversary of the
Vietnam Human Rights Day, which is
the focus of House Resolution 622, be-
fore us today. The distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Government
Reform, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ToM DAVIS), brought forth this im-
portant resolution, and I commend him
for introducing this important meas-
ure.

Mr. Speaker, while progress has been
made in the fight for a free and demo-
cratic Vietnam, the regime there con-
tinues to imprison, to attack, torture,
kill, and otherwise persecute many of
those who publicly express their views.
This resolution aims to generate valu-
able awareness to Hanoi’s uncivilized
treatment of political dissidents, and I
am pleased the House is considering it
this afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to take for
granted our Nation’s priceless freedoms
of speech and expression and, con-
versely, to lose track of the reality
that countless people around the world
in fact pay a great price to express
their view. On its tenth anniversary,
the principles of Vietnam Human
Rights Day continue to act as an im-
portant defense of the liberties and
freedoms of the Vietnamese people.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 613 and commend the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS), chair-
man of the Committee on Government
Reform, for his introduction of this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, as an American, I take
great pride when I see that nations
value human rights. It brings me a
great deal of joy to stand before you on
the anniversary of Vietnam Human
Rights Day and to honor the nation of
Vietnam for its commitment to human
rights. Ten years ago, in Hanoi, a bril-
liant man by the name of Dr. Nguyen
Dan Que wrote a manifesto that called
upon the people of Vietnam to respect
human rights, to accept a multiparty
system, and to restore the right of the
Vietnamese people to choose their own
form of government through free and
fair elections.

Today we honor that manifesto, as
well as the many innocent people who
were tortured, imprisoned, or held cap-
tive against their will for their peace-
ful protests against oppression by the
Socialist Republic of Vietnam.

Those of us in the United States were
reminded last week that we are not
perfect. In fact, we are far from it. Be-
cause we are imperfect, it is important
that we recognize the struggles other
nations have undertaken in the pursuit
of freedom so that we may never forget
what a special privilege freedom is.

I stand before my colleagues today as
a Member of this honorable body to
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honor and to recognize the tenth anni-
versary of Vietnam Human Rights Day
and to urge all Americans to share in
this commemoration so that we may
all have a greater appreciation of the
role that Vietnam Human Rights Day
has played in helping to shape, defend,
and to further the liberties and free-
dom of all Vietnamese people.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS),
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for
yielding me this time, and I rise today
to support H. Res. 613, recognizing and
honoring the tenth anniversary of
Vietnam Human Rights Day.

Vietnam Human Rights Day serves
as an important commemoration of the
extensive struggle the Vietnamese peo-
ple have endured for many years in
their ongoing fight for basic human
rights and freedom.
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Ten years ago, the United States
ended its trade embargo with Vietnam
and normalized relations with Hanoi.
While the U.S. continues to open diplo-
matic relations with Vietnam, we must
remember that many issues remain un-
resolved, including human rights viola-
tions, lack of religious freedom, and
government corruption.

I traveled to Vietnam in 1998 to learn
about these issues firsthand, as well as
to raise these concerns with high-level
officials. In addition, the large Viet-
namese-American community in the
11th district, which I represent, con-
tinues to update me on continuing con-
cerns.

As a member of the Vietnam Caucus,
I am dedicated to promoting awareness
and public policy debates among the
U.S. Congress, the American public,
and the international community
about the greater need for fundamental
human rights in the Socialist Republic
of Vietnam.

House Resolution 613 recognizes the
important contributions made by
Nguyen Dan Que, the author of the
Manifesto of the Non-Violent Move-
ment for Human Rights, and uncounted
numbers of innocent Vietnamese for
their nonviolent struggles for freedom
and human rights.

Dr. Que is one of the most vocal ad-
vocates for freedom, democracy, and
human rights in Vietnam. Since 1975,
Dr. Que has refused to leave Vietnam,
and he has turned down an offer to re-
settle in the United States or to live in
exile. He has consciously chosen to
stay in Vietnam to speak out and de-
fend human dignity and the rights of
all Vietnamese people. He is a profile
of courage.

The Vietnamese Communist govern-
ment has arrested Dr. Que three times
for his unrelenting pursuit of human
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dignity and freedom. He has been im-
prisoned off and on for nearly 20 years,
beginning in 1978 through the present.
During Dr. Que’s captivity, he was im-
prisoned without trial, tortured, beat-
en, and put into solitary confinement
in chains, accused of trying to over-
throw the government, charged with
espionage, and is now being held in
strict incommunicado.

Undaunted, during his time he re-
mained the strongest voice inside Viet-
nam for equality and dignity. On May
11, 1990, Dr. Que founded the Non-
violent Movement For Human Rights,
issuing a manifesto that appealed to
individuals and groups inside Vietnam
and throughout the world for support
of his moderate, nonviolent struggle to
establish human rights for all Viet-
namese people.

The arrests of Dr. Que, along with
many others, demonstrate the ongoing
human rights abuses and lack of reli-
gious freedom in Vietnam. We must
continue to bring attention to these
issues, generate pressure on Viet-
namese officials, and hold the Viet-
namese Government accountable.

It is only through the hard work and
effort of individuals such as Dr. Que
and the support of the international
community that we can bring an end to
human rights abuses and religious per-
secution in Vietnam. My resolution
urges all Americans to share in the
commemoration of Vietnam Human
Rights Day and to have a greater ap-
preciation of the role it has played in
helping to defend and further the lib-
erties and freedom of all Vietnamese
people.

I am hopeful H. Res. 613 will serve as
a small stepping stone towards the ul-
timate liberation and freedom of the
Vietnamese people. However, at the
least, I believe it will bring much need-
ed additional awareness to the atroc-
ities committed by the Socialist Re-
public of Vietnam every day on its own
citizens. I urge my colleagues to join
me in the passage of this important
resolution.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LORETTA SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 613, the resolution
which recognizes the 10th anniversary
of Vietnam Human Rights Day, which
is today, May 11. I thank the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ToM DAVIS)
for sponsoring this resolution and al-
lowing me to be an original cosponsor;
and I am proud to share with the gen-
tleman membership in the Vietnam
Caucus, along with the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LOFGREN) and the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH). The initiatives of the caucus,
including this bill, are examples of
what we can accomplish when we de-
cide to work together in a bipartisan
manner.
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Mr. Speaker, I represent the largest
Vietnamese community in the world
outside of Vietnam in Orange County,
California. It is fitting then to speak
on the House floor about this anniver-
sary of Vietnam Human Rights Day.
More importantly, it is the 14-year an-
niversary of the Manifesto of the Non-
violent Movement For Human Rights.
This was written by a courageous and
bright man, Dr. Nguyen Dan Que. I
have had the pleasure of meeting Dr.
Que. In fact, I went to his home in 1998
when I was in Vietnam. As we were
meeting, his home all locked up, the
military police came to the home to
try to get me out of there. Of course we
had locked up the house, and we con-
tinued our conversation.

One of the things that Dr. Que said to
me was that it was important for
America and Americans to continue to
push for human rights in Vietnam.
What type of human rights are we talk-
ing about here? Well, the right to as-
semble as we do here today, that is not
allowed in Vietnam. The right to
choose your own God and the way you
want to worship that God, that is not
allowed. You have to only do it
through the official church or churches
that the state of Vietnam approves.
The right to free press. Every piece of
paper written to be distributed must be
done by the state in Vietnam. In fact,
when I was meeting with the cardinal
of the Catholic Church of Vietnam, he
said one of the things that he cannot
do is to hand out a newsletter to people
that come to church on Sunday. The
right to collectively bargain one’s
labor for decent wages and a decent
place to work.

All of these things are not allowed in
Vietnam, and this is what Dr. Que
speaks to. He speaks to the human
rights issues within Vietnam. I guess
the most important thing that Dr. Que
said to me that day in 1998 was that the
reason we need to keep pushing for
human rights in Vietnam is that it in-
spires and it gives hope and it gives
courage to those within Vietnam who
are fighting for basic human rights.
Religious leaders like the Venerable
Tic Kwzug Doh; a geologist like Gizug;
and General Do, whom I had an oppor-
tunity to meet with, who had been a
former communist and understood
what was going on in the country and
decided he would speak out; and, yes,
Dr. Que.

Mr. Speaker, these are just a few of
the dissidents within Vietnam who
speak every day; and yet each and
every one has been imprisoned, either
taken away without charges or with
false charges, or imprisoned in house
arrest.

I hope today we will vote this unani-
mously to send a strong message that
human rights are important in every
country, and in particular for those
who have not seen them for a long
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
just also note that yesterday was my
father’s 93rd birthday, and I take this
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opportunity to wish him a happy 93rd
birthday, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| am pleased to be here today to recognize,
House Resolution 613, recognizing and hon-
oring the tenth anniversary of Vietham Human
Rights Day. H. Res. 613 observes the four-
teenth anniversary of the issuance Manifesto
of the Non-Violent movement for Human
Rights.

Vietnam Human Rights Day serves as an
important commemoration of the extensive
struggle that Vietnamese have endured for
many years, in their ongoing fight for basic
human rights.

H. Res. 613 recognizes the important con-
tributions made by Dr. Nguyen Dan Que, the
author of the Manifesto, and uncounted num-
bers of innocent Vietnamese, including reli-
gious leaders and ethnic minorities who have
been tortured, imprisoned, or held under
house arrest by the Socialist Republic of Viet-
nam because of their nonviolent struggle for
freedom and human rights.

This measure urges all Americans to share
in this commemoration so as to have a greater
appreciation of the role Vietnam Human
Rights Day has played in helping to defend
and further the liberties and freedom of all Vi-
etnamese people.

These arrests demonstrate the increasing
human rights abuses and lack of religious
freedom and free speech in Vietham. As we
consider our ongoing economic relations with
Vietnam, our goal in Congress must be to
continue to bring attention to these issues,
generate pressure on Vietnamese officials,
and hold the Vietnamese government account-
able.

We all realize that U.S. economic relations
with Vietham have improved in recent years.
In 1994, the United States lifted its trade em-
bargo with Vietnam and normalized relations
with Hanoi. However, | will continue to fight for
better human rights for all Viethamese people
and the right for families from Vietnam to re-
unite with their families in America.

H. Res. 613 indicates how far Vietnam has
come in its struggle for human rights. This is
an anniversary that deserves to truly be cele-
brated.

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, during the
month of May, we celebrate Asian Pacific
American Heritage to commemorate the con-
tributions Asian Pacific Americans have made
to the fabric of our communities and to this
nation as a whole. | could easily spend this
month, and longer, describing the tremendous
accomplishments of Asian Pacific Americans.

However, today is the tenth anniversary of
Vietnam Human Rights Day and we sadly
must recognize that Vietnam has not come far
enough in respecting the human rights of its
citizens.

Just one month ago, on Easter Week,
Human Rights Watch reported that peaceful
protests by indigenous minority Christian
Montagnards turned violent when police used
tear gas, electric truncheons, and water can-
nons on protestors. Reports indicate that po-
lice arrested several individuals, many whose
whereabouts are currently unknown. Worse
yet are reports of torture, police beatings, and
deaths associated with this crackdown on the
Montagnards.

Today, my colleagues, Congressman CHRIS
SMITH, ToM DAvIS, LORETTA SANCHEZ and |
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are introducing a Congressional resolution rec-
ognizing the countless number of innocent Vi-
etnamese “who have been tortured, impris-
oned, or held under house arrest by the So-
cialist Republic of Vietnam.”

Also today, Congressman SMITH is leading
an effort, with over 100 cosponsors, to pass
House Concurrent Resolution 378 to call on
Vietnam to immediately release Father Thad-
deus Nguyen Van Ly and condemn the “viola-
tions of freedom of speech, religion, move-
ment, association, and the lack of due process
afforded to individuals in Vietnam.”

Ten years ago, the Congress and the Sen-
ate passed a resolution designating today,
May 11th, as Vietham Human Rights Day, rec-
ognizing that “the United States, as the leader
of the free world, has a special responsibility
to safeguard freedom and promote the protec-
tion of human rights throughout the world.”

Unfortunately, President Bush and his Ad-
ministration have not heeded that responsi-
bility to safeguard human rights. Although this
Administration tells me they are “deeply trou-
bled by the restrictions that the government of
Vietnam places on its citizens’ freedom of ex-
pression, as well as other human rights,” this
Administration has been initiating a new
friendly relationship with the communist re-
gime in Vietnam without demanding protection
of human rights as a condition of our friend-
ship.

The Bush Administration’s hypocrisy and
apathetic attitude towards human rights is un-
acceptable. As long as the people of Vietnam
are oppressed, abused, and imprisoned, our
President should first demand protection of
human rights before getting friendly with a
communist regime that oppresses its people.

On this 10th Anniversary of Vietnam Human
Rights Day, | urge our President to condemn
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam for violating
human rights and | call on the Vietnamese
government to protect the human rights of its
citizens.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PuTNAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER of Michigan)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 613.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

RECOGNIZING CONTRIBUTIONS OF
PEOPLE OF INDIAN ORIGIN TO
UNITED STATES AND BENEFITS
OF WORKING TOGETHER WITH
INDIA

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 352)
recognizing the contributions of people
of Indian origin to the United States
and the benefits of working together
with India towards promoting peace,
prosperity, and freedom among all
countries of the world.

The Clerk read as follows:
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H. CoN. RES. 352

Whereas India is the largest democratic
country in the world and enjoys a close and
mutual friendship with the United States
based on common values and common inter-
ests;

Whereas people of Indian origin who have
for decades immigrated to the United States
have made extraordinary contributions to
the United States, helping to make the
United States a more efficient and pros-
perous country;

Whereas these contributions have spanned
disciplines ranging from science, technology,
business development, and public service, to
social justice, philanthropy, literature, and
the arts;

Whereas generations of doctors and nurses
of Indian origin have attended to the sick in
large cities as well as in rural regions of the
United States that are otherwise under-
served;

Whereas people of Indian origin have de-
signed defense systems that protect United
States naval ships while at sea, and have
contributed to engineering, designing, and
participating in the United States space
shuttle program, at great personal sacrifice;

Whereas people of Indian origin have in-
vented many of the technologies that power
the computer and the internet, have created
and directed laboratories that produced sig-
nificant breakthroughs in modern medicine,
and have taught at, and are leaders of, many
United States institutions of higher learn-
ng;

Whereas people of Indian origin have made
invaluable contributions to the vitality and
viability of the United States economy
through creative entrepreneurship and lead-
ership in both large and small businesses;

Whereas people of Indian origin have
shared and integrated their rich culture into
the fabric of American daily life;

Whereas trade with India integrates a
democratic country of more than one billion
people into the flow of commerce, offering
the United States a large and rapidly grow-
ing market and unlocking vast reservoirs of
talent;

Whereas the United States is India’s larg-
est trading partner and a major source of
foreign direct investment and foreign insti-
tutional investment in India;

Whereas United States exports to India are
growing at 25 percent, making India one of
the fastest growing foreign markets for
United States goods and services;

Whereas India’s industrial tariffs have fall-
en from 150 percent in 1988 to a peak rate of
20 percent today;

Whereas United States exports to India
will accelerate as India continues reducing
tariffs and instituting liberalization meas-
ures in its trade and investment regime,
thereby expanding the trade relationship of
the two countries and bringing mutual bene-
fits;

Whereas India has been a key partner in
the war against terrorism;

Whereas India and the United States have
agreed to increase cooperation in the areas
of nuclear activities, civilian space pro-
grams, high-technology trade, and missile
defense;

Whereas multi-faceted cooperation be-
tween India and the United States will
strengthen the bonds of friendship and com-
merce between the two countries, lead to the
peaceful use of space technology, and in-
crease global stability and security; and

Whereas United States efforts, whether in
combating global HIV/AIDS, pursuing nu-
clear non-proliferation, promoting democ-
racy, enhancing stability of the world econ-
omy, eliminating poverty, fighting ter-
rorism, and expanding and strengthening

H2755

global trade, will be more effective and suc-
cessful with India as a strategic partner:
Now therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) honors the contributions of people of In-
dian origin to the Untied States, and

(2) is committed to working together with
India towards promoting peace, prosperity,
and freedom among all countries of the
world.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the concurrent resolution under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 352 recog-
nizes the contributions of people of In-
dian origin to the United States and
the benefits of working together with
India toward promoting peace, pros-
perity and freedom among all countries
of the world. This is a noncontroversial
resolution which was easily approved
by the Committee on International Re-
lations. It points out the many areas
and disciplines to which Americans of
Indian origin have contributed to a
stronger America. Indeed, in commu-
nities throughout the U.S., we can find
Indian Americans who are active citi-
zens participating in all avenues of life.
America is strengthened by ethnic di-
versity and a climate of achievement
and progress.

This measure points out the ever-
growing relationship between India and
the United States and the benefits to
each country resulting from increases
in trade, cultural exchange, and the
sharing of democratic values. This is
indicative of U.S. relationships with
the other countries of South Asia.
These relationships are evolving; and
we should encourage this progress, not
only for the individual benefits to each
country in the region but because it
supports the collective goals of re-
gional stability and economic develop-
ment. I urge a strong ‘‘aye’ vote on
this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution and thank the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER);
the chairman of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH); the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA), the ranking member;
and the gentleman from Illinois (Chair-
man HYDE) for bringing this important
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resolution before us. And I particularly
want to commend my neighbor and col-
league, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD), for
introducing this very important resolu-
tion. She has been a true leader on In-
dian-Americas issues, and we are all
grateful to her.

Mr. Speaker, America is a Nation of
immigrants and is the world’s pre-
eminent power because of the diversity
of its people and the strength each eth-
nic group has brought to our Nation. It
is hard to think of an ethnic group that
has made such an enormous contribu-
tion to our Nation in such a short pe-
riod of time as America’s more than a
million and a half citizens of Indian de-
scent. In business, in science, in aca-
demia, in medicine, Indian Americans
have assumed leadership roles; and
they have given back to the commu-
nities in which they live.

In the field of medicine alone, our
Nation is blessed to have over 35,000 In-
dian-American physicians, many of
whom work with residents of rural and
inner city communities. Another 10,000
Indian-Americans are currently in
medical school or are working as in-
terns. Indian-Americans have also
made enormous contributions to the
economy of our country, and to my dis-
trict in particular. Technology firms in
Silicon Valley depend heavily on the
brain power of our Indian-Americans.
Over 300,000 Indian-Americans are
working in cutting-edge technology
firms, and they play a critical role in
generating new start-up companies.

In academia, more than 5,000 Indian-
Americans today serve as faculty mem-
bers at institutions of higher learning.
Two Americans of Indian ancestry have
been awarded the Nobel Prize, one in
medicine, one in physics.

In the cultural world, millions of
Americans have relied upon self-help
books and spiritual teachings of men
like Deepak Chopra or enjoyed the
cinematic productions of M. Night
Shyamalam.
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Of course, Mr. Speaker, we all re-
member the unique contribution and
sacrifice made by Dr. Kalpana Chawla,
the first Indian American to fly in the
U.S. space shuttle. While Dr. Chawla
perished in the horrendous Columbia
shuttle disaster, we must never forget
her enormous contributions to science
and to our space program.

Indian Americans have also worked
to further develop the political, eco-
nomic and security ties between the
United States and India. These ties be-
tween our nations are unbreakable.
After all, the world’s largest democ-
racy and the world’s oldest have much
in common. India has become a vital
American ally in the fight against
global terrorism. In the same manner
that the United States and India have
forged strong economic and commer-
cial links, so too have we strengthened
our partnership for peace and our col-
laboration to battle terrorist groups

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

who wish to destroy freedom and de-
mocracy both in India and the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, we currently have over
75,000 Indians studying at our institu-
tions of higher learning. I have no
doubt that these young Indian men and
women will be the next generation of
leadership in India’s political, eco-
nomic and cultural worlds. Their expe-
rience in the United States will ensure
positive relations between our two
great nations for generations to come.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of our col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 352.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE).

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California for
yielding me this time. I rise in strong
support of this resolution honoring the
contributions of Indian Americans in
the United States and honoring our
strong U.S.-India relations. As a co-
sponsor of this bill, I urge all of my
colleagues to support this much-needed
and well-deserved legislation.

As the founder and former cochair of
the Congressional Caucus on India and
Indian Americans, I have for a number
of years advocated on behalf of my In-
dian American constituents and
worked toward creating stronger U.S.-
India policies.

India is the largest democracy in the
world and shares common ideologies
with the United States which has led
to our natural relationship as allies.
India has also been an important ally
in the war against terrorism and has
historically served as the key stabi-
lizing force in the volatile south Asia
region. Our economic, political, and de-
fense relations with India are now
more important than ever and I am
pleased that our cooperation in the
areas of nuclear activities, civilian
space programs, high-technology trade,
and missile defense continue to grow.

In addition, people of Indian origin
who have emigrated to the U.S. serve
as an outstanding community within
American society. 1.8 million strong,
their contributions are tremendous and
span fields such as engineering, tech-
nology, business development, health
and medical care, public service, social
justice, education, philanthropy, lit-
erature and the arts. Whether it is
combating domestic and global HIV/
AIDS, pursuing nuclear nonprolifera-
tion, promoting democracy, advocating
for health and education rights, en-
hancing stability of the world econ-
omy, eliminating poverty, fighting ter-
rorism or expanding and strengthening
global trade, Indian Americans are on
the forefront and these goals can be
achieved by maintaining India as a
strategic partner.

Again, I urge my colleagues to vote
‘“‘yes’ on H. Con. Res. 352 in an effort to
honor the contributions of the Indian
Americans and to commit to working
together with India in promoting glob-
al peace and prosperity.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY), a member of the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) for yielding me this time. I
rise in support of H. Con. Res. 352. As
the cochair of the Caucus on India and
Indian Americans and the representa-
tive of the second largest concentra-
tion of Indian Americans in the United
States, I would like to speak in strong
support of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia’s resolution recognizing the con-
tributions of people of Indian origin to
the United States and the benefits of
working together with India. I know
firsthand the contributions that Indian
Americans are making to the United
States because of my close relationship
with my constituents and the Indian-
American community across the coun-
try.

One Indian American that many
Members may not know is the first and
only Indian American ever elected to
Congress. His name was Dalip Singh
Saund. Congressman Saund first came
to the United States to study at the
University of California where he re-
ceived his master’s and Ph.D. Even
with Congressman Saund’s high level
of education, he had little job oppor-
tunity because of the prejudice that ex-
isted against Asians at that time. De-
spite the prejudice that existed, Con-
gressman Saund went on to become po-
litically active, to give something back
to his community and was influential
in working with Congress to pass the
Luce-Cellar Act which was signed into
law by President Truman in 1946. This
act gave Asian Indians the right to be-
come naturalized citizens.

Congressman Saund was elected to
the House of Representatives in 1952,
just 6 years after his work to secure
citizenship for Indian Americans. He
served as a distinguished Congressman
from California for three terms before
he suffered a stroke during his cam-
paign for a fourth term in the House.
This is just one Indian American that
has made a major contribution to the
United States.

I would like to thank the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for introducing
this resolution. I am proud to be sup-
portive of it and an original sponsor of
it.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the opportunity to be
here this afternoon, and | want to especially
thank my good friend, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for her
work in bringing us together here to recognize
the contributions of people of Indian origin to
the United States and the benefits of working
together with India.

Mr. Speaker, there are vital Indian-American
communities in Texas. In fact, Texas’s Indian-
American community is one of the leading eth-
nic groups in my home State, and its mem-
bers have made important contributions to the
local economy and culture.
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As the largest immigrant group other than
Mexicans, Indians account for 4.3 percent of
North Texas’s foreign-born population. Indian
immigrants in this area come from all over the
subcontinent, but especially the western Guja-
rat province.

Many of Texas’ Indian-Americans are pro-
fessionals who play key roles in sectors like
the technology industry and the field of medi-
cine. Many others are business owners.

About 1 million Indian-Americans live in the
United States. Many Americans assume that
Indian-Americans, because they are often
well-educated, do not face the same problems
as other minorities. They are wrong. In many
parts of this country Indian-Americans are vic-
tims of hate crimes and racial harassment.
They are victims of discrimination in business
and in education. We in Congress cannot
allow people who come to this country seeking
out the American Dream to be victimized or
subjected to bigotry.

Indian-Americans are proud of the tremen-
dous strides their homeland has made. By the
year 2050 India will be the most populous
democratic country in the world. India and the
United States today represent the greatest de-
mocracies on the face of the earth: the oldest
and the largest.

The United States is also one of India’s
largest trading partners. India’s economy has
been advancing rapidly, with a large stock
market and strong high-tech enterprises like
aircraft, a computer industry, and its own
space program. We must promote greater un-
derstanding between the United States and
India, particularly in the economic, political and
cultural areas.

Mr. Speaker, again | would like to take this
opportunity to express my gratitude and ap-
preciation to the Indian-American community. |
know my colleagues join us in recognizing the
profound contributions Indian-Americans have
made to American society and their descend-
ants throughout the world.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to begin by commending Congresswoman
MILLENDER-MCDONALD for introducing this bi-
partisan bill. H. Con. Res. 352 recognizes the
contributions of people of Indian origin to the
United States and the benefits of working to-
gether with India towards promoting peace,
prosperity, and freedom among all countries of
the world.

As the world’s 2nd most populous nation
and the largest democracy in the world, India
and the United States have forged a long-last-
ing friendship. For the past month, peoples
from all over the country of India went to the
polls and marked their choice for Parliament.
This act of citizenship shows India’s neigh-
bors, and nations across the world, that de-
mocracy works. Reports indicate that over 50
percent of the population voted in this year’s
elections.

India shows us that the commitment to de-
mocracy is strong and that the ties between
India and the United States are even stronger.
The everlasting bond that is forged by the 1.7
million Indian-Americans living in the United
States is a shinning example of our commit-
ment to one another. Indian-Americans lead
thriving lives in communities throughout the
U.S.—the contributions to our society dem-
onstrate the resilience and fervor of the In-
dian-American spirit. It is that spirit that holds
the future between our two nations together.

Mr. Speaker, following the September 11th
cowardly and evil terrorist attacks on the
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United States, Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee
offered to cooperate with the Bush Administra-
tion “in the investigation of this crime and to
strengthen our partnership.” The following
day, the Indian Cabinet Committee on Security
voted unanimously to offer the United States
the use of Indian facilities for any U.S. military
operation in pursuit of the perpetrators of the
terrorist attacks.

Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld states that,
“the United States and India share important
interests in fighting terrorism. . . .”

In the past two years, the United States and
India have held numerous joint exercises in-
volving all military branches. Last September
U.S. and Indian special forces soldiers held a
two-week joint exercise in Ladakh near the
India-China border, and the largest-ever
“Malabar 2003” joint naval exercises off the
southern coast of India that included an Amer-
ican nuclear submarine.

In the 2002 report of the National Security
Strategy of the United States, the White
House made the following statement: “The
United States has undertaken a transformation
in this bilateral relationship with India based
on a conviction that U.S. interests require a
strong relationship with India. We are the two
largest democracies, committed to political
freedom protected by representative govern-
ment. India is moving towards greater eco-
nomic freedom as well. We have a common
interest in the free flow of commerce, including
through the vital sea-lanes of the Indian
Ocean. Finally, we share an interest in fighting
terrorism and in creating a strategically stable
Asia.” | could not agree more.

Another great example of this fruitful bond is
the fact that trade between India and the
United States has shown a healthy growth in
recent years. Last year, U.S. exports and im-
ports from India totaled $5.0 billion and $13.1
billion, making India the 24th largest U.S. ex-
port market and the 18th largest supplier of
U.S. imports. With a GDP of $390 billion and
an annual growth rate of 6.8 percent, India is
not only an important ally in defense, but also
a key ally in international trade. Bilateral trade
now stands at around $15 billion, with soft-
ware exports at another $3 billion—empha-
sizing the true relationship between our two
countries.

As the world comes together and joins
forces to help its people, | am positive that the
strong ties between India and the United
States will serve as an example of fruitful and
positive bilateral relations.

Mr. Speaker, H. Con Res. 352 is truly fitting.
| stand here and pay special recognition to the
proud and resilient people of Indian origin in
the United States. Their devotion and hard
work have brought great prosperity to count-
less communities in the United States. | am
proud to be cosponsor of this bill and proudly
congratulate all peoples of Indian origin for
their perseverance.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor to rise today to join my colleagues in
recognizing the many contributions made by
people of Indian descent and in celebrating
the strong allegiance we share with the nation
of India. In Northwest Indiana, like the rest of
the Nation, Indian-Americans have shown
themselves to be leaders in every field and in
every endeavor. It is my pleasure to join today
in expressing my admiration and gratitude to
these Americans, as well as my hopes that
our relationship with India remains strong and
productive.
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As a proud member of the Congressional
Caucus on India and Indian Americans, | am
well aware of the importance of our nation’s
commitment to cooperation. It is the strength
of this commitment that will lead us both to-
ward our mutual goals of peace, prosperity,
and freedom among all countries of the world.
We stand shoulder to shoulder with the gov-
ernment of India in combating the challenges
facing the international community.

While the nation of India has been a trusted
friend in international affairs, people of Indian
descent who have chosen to immigrate to this
Nation have consistently contributed to our
prosperity at home. Through their participation
in the U.S. space shuttle program, their tech-
nological contributions that power the com-
puter and the Internet, and their significant
breakthroughs in modern medicine, Indian
Americans have helped to make the United
States the world leader in countless fields.
Furthermore, Indian-Americans teach at, and
are leaders of, many U.S. institutions of higher
learning, thus passing on their legacy to our
future world leaders.

In my home district of Northwest Indiana the
contributions of the Indian-American commu-
nity are no less great. | would like to name but
a few of the outstanding leaders, educators,
and citizens who help to make the Indiana
First such wonderful place. Doctors Bharat
Barai, Panna Barai, Vijay Gupta, Padma
Neelaveni, Vijay Dave, Shaun Kondamuri,
Avtar Dhindsa, Beno Sikand, Harish Shah,
Vidya Kora, Jagdish Patel, Kalpna Patel, Ravi
Kanakamedela and Sandhya Kanakamedela
have given tirelessly of their selves to serve
our community and improve the health and
well-being of my constituents.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, | ask you and my
other distinguished colleagues to join me in
recognizing and paying tribute to India and In-
dian-Americans. Again, | express my hopes
for continued cooperation between our na-
tions, and my gratitude for the role that Indian-
Americans have played in making this Nation
great.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I urge
a strong, unanimous vote for the reso-
lution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 352.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

RECOGNIZING 50 YEARS OF RELA-
TIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED
STATES GOVERNMENT AND THE
EUROPEAN UNION

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 577) recognizing 50
years of relations between the United
States Government and the European
Union, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 577

Whereas on May 9, 1950, 6 countries of Eu-
rope, committed to promoting a united Eu-
rope, founded the European Coal and Steel
Community (ECSC), which has evolved into
the European Union (EU);

Whereas in November 1953 the United
States sent its first diplomatic observers to
the European Coal and Steel Community;

Whereas in 1954 the High Authority of the
European Coal and Steel Community com-
missioned the United States law firm of
Clearly and Gottlieb to open an Information
Office in Washington, District of Columbia,
thus establishing the first official presence
of the precursor to the European Union in
the United States;

Whereas on November 18, 2003, Secretary of
State Colin Powell, while in Brussels, Bel-
gium, dedicating a plague commemorating 50
years of cooperation between the United
States and the European Union stated that
‘“‘the United States embraces the European
Union as a global partner for peace and secu-
rity . . . and that the world’s best hope for
meeting [global] challenges still rests, in
large part, on a deep, broad, and lasting part-
nership between Europe and the United
States’’;

Whereas although differences of opinion
have existed on a broad array of issues over
the past 50 years, there remains an impor-
tant foundation of shared values across the
Atlantic which reaffirms that the current
strengths and common interests of the
United States and the European Union far
outweigh the differences;

Whereas an effective political partnership
between the United States and the European
Union has continued to develop over the past
50 years in many areas of vital common in-
terest which has resulted in the United
States and European Union consistently and
effectively working together for prosperous,
stable, and democratic world;

Whereas the events of the past several
years, including the events of September 11,
2001, have increased the need for forceful and
coordinated strategic cooperation between
the United States and the European Union
on economic, trade, and domestic and foreign
security matters;

Whereas the economic foundations for the
United States-European Union partnership
are a central and irreversible reality of the
world economy;

Whereas to effectively manage the United
States-European Union partnership, closer
institutional linkages and other mechanisms
to facilitate more direct and continuous
United States-European Union dialogue are
necessary; and

Whereas in May 2004, an event commemo-
rating 50 years of relations between the
United States and the European Union will
take place in Washington, District of Colum-
bia: Now, therefore, be it
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Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) celebrates the 50th anniversary of rela-
tions between the United States and the Eu-
ropean Union;

(2) commends the United States mission to
the European Union and the mission of the
European Commission to the United States
for the professional representation of the in-
terests of the United States and European
Union over the past 50 years;

(3) recognizes that continued cooperation
between the United States and the European
Union is essential to resolving international
disputes, promoting peace, expanding global
economic opportunity, combating global
threats, and being prepared to respond to un-
foreseen events; and

(4) encourages enhanced United States-Eu-
ropean Union strategic discussion and insti-
tutional cooperation, including increased
discussions between representatives of the
United States Congress and the European
Parliament through the Transatlantic Legis-
lator’s Dialogue.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 577, as amended. I would note for
my colleagues that two amendments
were made to the original text of this
resolution. One more precisely address-
es the history of the EU and one notes
that an event at the Department of
State regarding the anniversary has
now taken place.

Mr. Speaker, 53 years ago, in an ef-
fort to rebuild and integrate a war-dev-
astated economic system throughout
Europe, six nations of Europe came to-
gether and signed the European Coal
and Steel Community treaty (ECSC) in
Paris on April 18, 1951. Since then, the
coal and steel community has evolved
to become what we now refer to as the
European Union. In 1953, the United
States government sent its first diplo-
matic observers to the European Coal
and Steel Community and one year
later, in 1954, the High Authority of the
ECSC established its first official pres-
ence in the United States. This resolu-
tion which we have under consider-
ation today recognizes 50 years of for-
mal relationship between the United
States and the European Union.

Mr. Speaker, relations with Europe
have been an integral part of our own
history. The importance of that rela-
tionship became even more clear as the
Euro-Atlantic community entered the
postwar period in 1945. During that pe-
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riod and throughout the Cold War, the
United States and Europe developed a
strong set of shared values, common
interests, mutual political goals, and
fully integrated economies. The co-
operation which has developed between
the United States and Europe has re-
sulted in an effective partnership
which has met the global challenges of
building a peaceful, secure, democratic
and prosperous world.

Yet as we all know, the relationship
has not always been cordial. We have
had our differences of opinion on many
issues. The relationship has had what
some might consider ‘‘defining mo-
ments.”” But as we have seen over these
past 50 years, the melding of our com-
mon interests and the strength of our
partnership has far outweighed the dif-
ferences we have encountered.

Last November, the U.S. Mission in
Brussels, led by Ambassador Rockwell
Schnabel, held an event to kick off the
50th anniversary of relations between
the United States and the European
Union. Secretary of State Colin Powell
attended the ceremony and dedicated a
plague commemorating the anniver-
sary. In his statement, the Secretary
noted that the ‘“United States em-
braces the European Union as a global
partner for peace and security and that
the world’s best hope for meeting glob-
al challenges still rests, in large part,
on a deep, broad and lasting partner-
ship between Europe and the United
States.”

Last week, on May 6, a similar event
was held here in Washington at the De-
partment of State which continued the
celebration. One difference between the
November event and this month’s
event is the fact that by virtue of the
enlargement of the European TUnion
which took place on May 1, the celebra-
tion here in Washington was with 25
nations of Europe rather than 15. As we
welcome those 10 new members of the
European Union, we welcome the op-
portunity to develop an even stronger
partnership with the EU and its mem-
ber states.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, H. Res. 577
recognizes the 50th anniversary of U.S.-
EU relations. It reaffirms the impor-
tance of cooperation between the
United States and Europe. It encour-
ages closer institutional linkages in
order to facilitate a more direct and
continuous dialogue with Europe and
its union. Finally, the resolution sup-
ports an enhanced dialogue between
this institution, the Congress, and our
colleagues in the European Par-
liament.

I urge the adoption of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this resolution and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I want to commend the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), chair
of the Subcommittee on Europe, for
this excellent resolution. I also want to
thank our colleagues who played a role
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in bringing this resolution forward: the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. WEXLER),
the ranking member of the sub-
committee; the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS), chair of the
Transatlantic Legislators Dialogue,
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. DELAHUNT), and the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE).

Mr. Speaker, May 1, 2004, was a his-
toric day. Ten days ago, the European
Union expanded to a total of 26 member
countries with the addition of 10 new
member states to the European Union.
This was the largest expansion in the
organization’s almost half a century of
history. Most remarkably, 8 of the 10
countries became new members of the
European Union that were formerly
members of the Soviet bloc. Having
seen on countless occasions firsthand
the trials and challenges these coun-
tries faced in the 50 years following the
Second World War, I am personally de-
lighted and encouraged at the pros-
pects that this new union will give to
these countries.

The 10 new member states bring an
additional 75 million citizens to the
European Union. The population of the
European Union, as we all know, now
surpasses that of our own country. The
economic output of the 25-member Eu-
ropean Union is very near to our own.
With open and free borders, common
economic policies and shared security
objectives, the new European Union
can and will become an even stronger
economic and political force globally.

Mr. Speaker, this expansion of the
European Union extends the zone of
economic and political stability and se-
curity hundreds of miles to the east.
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It anchors the new member states in
an economic and political union that is
committed to democratic values and
respect for civil and human rights and
the rule of law.

The new member countries which
were formerly part of the Soviet sphere
have had more limited experience with
democratic governments and the free
market economy. Their participation
in the EU will provide new experience
and a stronger commitment to these
vital values that we share with the Eu-
ropean Union.

Mr. Speaker, while the effects of this
EU expansion will be different for
every one of the new member states, it
is clear that there is potential benefit
for the United States in this historic
development. We in the Congress wel-
come this new expansion of the Euro-
pean Union, and we reaffirm our desire
to continue the positive relationship
that we have had with the European
Union and its predecessor organiza-
tions over the last half century.

The TU.S.-European relationship is
critical to stability and security
throughout the globe. To the extent
that we cooperate and work together,
the entire world will be a safer and
more prosperous place. But to the ex-
tent that our political and economic
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relations are in disarray, the entire
world will suffer.

Mr. Speaker, in the economic sphere
I call upon the united European Union,
and particularly the new member
states as well as our own government,
to focus our relations on working to-
gether to resolve the trade and eco-
nomic differences that occasionally di-
vide us. Our economic ties are far too
important to be dominated by minor
disputes.

In the political and security sphere,
it is critical that we cooperate in deal-
ing with the threat of terrorism and
the challenges that face all of our soci-
eties. I urge all member countries of
the European Union to work with the
United States to assure that our sig-
nificant mutual interests take prece-
dence over less important irritants
that have strained our relations in re-
cent times.

Mr. Speaker, our resolution wel-
comes a historic change in the Euro-
pean Union. We in the United States
stand to gain much from this change,
and we should all welcome it. I urge all
of my colleagues to support H. Res. 577.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS).

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, to the
chairman and the ranking member I
want to thank them for bringing this
resolution to the floor. I have had a
chance to speak in a Special Order and
tie the EU expansion also to NATO ex-
pansion. And what it does is it brings a
Europe whole, united, and free; and I
think it brings great opportunity for
the world, stability in the region, the
ability for the European Union coun-
tries to help be more active in their
backyard as they have committed to
bolster their ability to respond based
upon the Petersburg task but also a
commitment to NATO in the Article V
self-defense relationship that makes
the transatlantic nations so important.
It ties the North American continent
to Europe in a stronger fabric that I
think will really benefit the Nation
and democratic institutions for years
to come.

As we Kknow, there are constant
threats to democracy and liberty
around the world. So I think I speak
for many of our colleagues who will get
a chance to either vocally vote ‘‘yes”
or to do it through a registered vote by
saying wherever democracy, liberty,
freedom, the rule of law prevail, we as
a country and as a world are stronger
because of that.

So I, too, want to welcome the new
members to the EU. I also want to ap-
plaud the old members for their reach-
ing out and the invitation for these
new members; and I want to tie that to
the great self-defense organization that
we know and have loved for so long,
which is the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization. That transatlantic link
will serve us both well from now and
into the future.
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I want to applaud the ranking mem-
ber; I want to applaud the chairman.
And I thank the chairman for yielding
me this time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as I was listening to the
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia, I was thinking how remarkable
this must look to him in particular
since as a boy and a young man, he
grew up in a very different part of Eu-
rope and a different kind of system in
Hungary and what a contribution the
gentleman has made. I recall in my
second or third term, I became, fortu-
nately, a member of what we then
called the U.S. House-European Par-
liamentary Exchange, and the gen-
tleman was the chairman for all of
those years in which his party was in
the majority; and I remember the out-
standing leadership and education he
gave this Member in those years.

And I think back to how remarkable
it is for all of us, but perhaps especially
for the gentleman, that the line drawn
across Europe at Yalta which brought
down the Iron Curtain to which Win-
ston Churchill referred. It separated
the countries that had been a part of a
whole, and now gradually we have seen
that curtain lifted and we have a
united Europe.

Just this morning I had a chance to
examine a proposed welcome from one
of our Slovak parliamentary col-
leagues, Josef Banas. Mr. Banas was
preparing his welcome to our spring
meeting of the NATO Parliamentary
Assembly, which will be in their cap-
ital city, Bratislava, Slovakia, over the
Memorial Day recess to drive his point
home how much things have changed
and how much joy is in his country as
one of the 10 new members of the Euro-
pean Union, one of the seven new mem-
bers of NATO.

He talked about his mother, who has
lived and is yet living in a small vil-
lage near Bratislava. She was born in
that village before World War I, and he
was tracing how many different coun-
tries and different political systems
she has lived under in her time, even
though she has never moved from that
village. It has been that kind of re-
markable change in Central Europe
which we have witnessed in the years
since World War I, but especially re-
markable changes since World War II.

I want to thank the gentleman for
his leadership all these years on Euro-
pean issues, and I want to say that I
am enthusiastic about the current
leadership, both Democrat and Repub-
lican, on what is now called, and I am
still having a hard time with the new
name, the Transatlantic Legislative
Dialogue. And the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) has a
statement which will be submitted
under General Leave. She would have
liked to have been here today to par-
ticipate in this dialogue, and I very
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much wish the gentleman well as he
continues this dialogue with European
parliamentarians.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BEREUTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, let me
first thank him for his most generous
observations, and let me again say how
deeply we will miss his enormous con-
tributions to this body as he assumes
new and bigger responsibilities.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his kind re-
marks, and I know that Europe will be
in good hands. That is why I am mov-
ing my focus to a different continent.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, today, the House
will debate H. Res. 577, a resolution recog-
nizing 50 years of relations between the
United States and the European Union. | hope
the House overwhelmingly approves this reso-
lution.

The U.S. and EU not only have shared val-
ues and an indisputable friendship, but also
shared global responsibilities. Responsibilities
that are grave in light of the terrorist threat
facing our world today. The U.S. and EU must
continue to work together to root out terrorism
around the world, and seek to promote peace
and stability. | am pleased to note that mem-
bers of the EU and the U.S. are currently
working alongside each other in both Afghani-
stan and Iraq to combat terrorism, and to en-
sure that these countries successfully make
the transition toward democracy.

In addition to our shared interest in pro-
moting global security, the U.S. and the EU
share economic interests. The U.S. and the
EU have the largest bilateral trading and in-
vestment relationship in the world with trans-
atlantic flows of trade and investment amount-
ing to roughly $1 billion a day.

Mr. Speaker, President Bush has stated that
strong ties between America and Europe are
essential to peace and the prosperity of the
world. | believe that both sides will remain
committed to fostering the relationship so that
together the U.S. and the EU can promote
their common goals and interests in the world
much more effectively.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise in support of H. Res. 577 noting the
50th Anniversary of formal relations between
the United States and the European Union.

Fifty years ago the United States govern-
ment sent its first diplomatic representatives to
what was then the European Coal and Steel
Community because the U.S. Government
was fully supportive of the integration of Eu-
rope’s economic systems as a way to help re-
build a war-torn continent. One year later, in
1954, the High Representative of the Coal and
Steel Community opened an office here in
Washington.

In November, the United States Mission in
Brussels held a ceremony marking the begin-
ning of the anniversary. Last week, a similar
ceremony was held at the State Department to
continue the celebration. H. Res. 577 reminds
us that over these past five decades, we and
Europe have worked to develop a common
bond based on values, shared views of the
need to promote democracy and market re-
form and a commitment to stability and peace
throughout the world. As our Europe Sub-
committee Chairman has said, the relationship
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has not always been easy or friendly. We
have had some serious disagreements. Never-
theless, it should be clear to this House that
a strong and mature transatlantic relationship
is critical to the long-term political, economic
and security interests of the United States. It
is also clear that one of the central ingredients
to a successful transatlantic partnership is a
stable, integrated and dynamic Europe.

Recently, | traveled to Europe with a dele-
gation of our House Colleagues to participate
in the Transatlantic Legislators’ Dialogue. Our
meetings with our Colleagues from the Euro-
pean Parliament were frank, but cordial. It re-
affirmed the need for continuous dialogue and
understanding of how we each view those
common challenges which face us and how
we should respond. | appreciate the fact that
H. Res. 577 notes that the TLD is an impor-
tant aspect of this U.S.-EU relationship.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, | want to remind
my Colleagues that on Saturday, May 1st, we
witnessed yet another historic event in the
evolution of the European Union. On that day
10 new nations of Europe joined the European
Union. What began just fifty-three years ago
as a Union of 6 has now become a Union of
25. As the U.S. Chairman of the Transatlantic
Legislators’ Dialogue, | look forward to meet-
ing and working with the Parliamentarians of
these newest members who soon take their
seats in the European Parliament and who will
be part of the next fifty years of U.S.-UE rela-
tions.

| urge adoption of this Resolution.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. Speaker,
| rise in strong support of this symbolic and
commemorative resolution that speaks to our
commitment to the establishment of continued
and ever-growing ties with the European
Union (E.U.). Especially given the dangers
that plague the international community as a
whole, it is important that we do everything we
can to break bread with our international part-
ners to form alliances against those who
threaten to do our families harm.

The European Union and the United States
are the two largest economies in the world
and jointly account for about half the entire
world economy. The E.U. and the U.S. have
also the largest bi-lateral trading and invest-
ment relationship. Transatlantic trade and in-
vestment amount to around $1 billion a day,
and jointly, our global trade accounts for al-
most 40 percent of world trade. By working to-
gether, the U.S. and the E.U. can promote
their common goals and interests in the world
much more effectively.

According to information gathered by the
European Community’s Trade Directorate
General, the United States and the European
Union have had the most prolific commercial
relationship in the world and have been each
other’s largest trade and investment partners.
In 2002, E.U. exports to the United States
were estimated at $227.9 billion, representing
24.1 percent of total E.U. exports. E.U. im-
ports from the United States totaled $166.1
billion, representing 17.7 percent of total E.U.
imports.

Investment of E.U. firms in U.S. markets
has been growing consistently. In fact, direct
investments in the U.S. amounted to $863 bil-
lion in 2002. Together, both nations employ
about 4 million respectively.

In a similar trend, American investment in
the E.U. totaled $700 billion in 2002. The initi-
ation of the Economic and Monetary Union on
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January 1, 1999 improved and facilitated
American investment by providing a maturing
Single Market.

The relationship between the E.U. and the
U.S. exists even on a nation-to-state level. In
December 2001, the European Union Center,
one of 15 such Centers in the entire U.S., was
established at Texas A&M University and was
supported by funding from the European Com-
mission to form a Network of European Union
Centers.

The Department of Homeland Security
(DHS) launched its Container Security Initia-
tive (CSI) in the area of maritime security after
the attacks of 9/11. Our main concern was the
possibility of containers being used for terrorist
attacks either against ports of the United
States or against a participant in maritime
transport. As a first step, the U.S. has invited
about twenty mega-ports worldwide to join this
initiative.

As a Member of the House Select Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, | applaud the
fact that the U.S. has signed declarations of
principle (bi-lateral agreements) on the appli-
cation of its Container Security Initiative (CSI)
in individual ports with eight E.U. Member
States—the Netherlands, Belgium, France,
Germany, ltaly, Spain, United Kingdom and
Sweden. These bilateral agreements propose
to shortly involve the stationing of U.S. cus-
toms officials in many of the ports that have
significant container traffic to the United
States.

In terms of formal agreements between the
E.U. and the U.S., the two have executed the
Transatlantic Declaration, the New Trans-
atlantic Agenda, and the Transatlantic Eco-
nomic Partnership.

The Transatlantic Declaration was adopted
by the U.S. and the E.U. in 1990. This docu-
ment set forth principles for greater E.U.-U.S.
cooperation and consultation in economy, edu-
cation, science, and culture.

In 1995, the New Transatlantic Agenda
(NTA) and the E.U.-U.S. Joint Action Plan
were adopted. The NTA and the Joint Action
Plan stimulated partnership and cooperation
under four areas: promoting peace and sta-
bility, democracy and development around the
world; responding to global changes; contrib-
uting to the expansion of world trade and fos-
tering closer ties; and building bridges across
the Atlantic.

The Transatlantic Economic Partnership
(TEP) was executed at the London summit in
May 1998. The TEP is an extension of the
spirit and premise behind the NTA. It includes
both multilateral and bilateral elements. Bilat-
erally the purpose is to tackle technical bar-
riers to trade. The purpose of the second part
is to stimulate further multilateral liberaliza-
tion—by joining forces on international trade
issues. An innovative aspect of the proposal is
to integrate labor, business, environmental
and consumer issues into the process. It is,
however, too early to say what will come out
of this partnership.

Mutual commitment to “full and equal part-
nership” in economic, political, and security
matters was the hallmark of the Bonn Declara-
tion adopted by both nations at the 21 June
1999 E.U.-U.S. summit held in June 1999 in
Bonn. The Bonn Declaration outlines how the
E.U. and the U.S. want to shape their relation-
ship over the next decade and is embedded in
the NTA process.

The record of joint efforts to strengthen the
economic, social, and diplomatic ties between
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the European Union and the United States
demonstrates that we can do even better. |
commend my colleague Mr. BEREUTER for his
efforts and leadership in bringing this impor-
tant resolution to the Floor. It will help to im-
prove our record even more through its rep-
resentation of the voice of Congress.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 577, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

—————

CALLING ON THE GOVERNMENT
OF SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF
VIETNAM TO RELEASE FATHER
THADDEUS NGUYEN VAN LY

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 378) calling on the Gov-
ernment of the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam to immediately and uncondi-
tionally release Father Thaddeus
Nguyen Van Ly, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RESs. 378

Whereas in February 2001, Father Thad-
deus Nguyen Van Ly, a Roman Catholic
priest was formally invited to testify before
the United States Commission on Inter-
national Religious Freedom but was denied
permission to leave the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam and thus, instead, submitted writ-
ten testimony critical of Vietnam which was
read into the Commission record on Feb-
ruary 13, 2001;

Whereas Father Ly’s testimony before the
Commission documents numerous specific
actions of the Government of Vietnam
against religious freedom which he classified
as collectively being ‘‘extremely cruel” and
requiring a ‘‘non-violent and persistent cam-
paign’ to achieve full religious freedom for
all people in Vietnam;

Whereas Father Ly has been detained by
the Government of Vietnam since February
2001, when it placed Father Ly under admin-
istrative detention—as a direct response to
his testimony, branding him a traitor for
‘“‘slandering” the Communist party and ‘‘dis-
torting’’ the religious policy of the Govern-
ment of Vietnam;

Whereas the Government of Vietnam
issued a second decree suspending Father
Ly’s ability to ‘‘carry on any religious re-
sponsibility and functions’ and later for-
mally removed Father Ly from his church,
detained him, and denied him access to ade-
quate legal counsel;

Whereas on October 19, 2001, the Thua
Thien Hue Provincial People’s Court con-
victed Father Ly of all charges after a one
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day, closed trial, without the benefit of
counsel and sentenced him to two years in
prison for violating the terms of his adminis-
trative detention, thirteen years in prison
for ‘‘damaging the Government’s unity pol-
icy”’, and 5 years of administrative probation
upon release from prison;

Whereas after pleas from United States
Government officials and the world commu-
nity Father Ly’s sentence was reduced by 5
years;

Whereas in June 2001, Father Ly’s nephews
Nguygen Vu Viet, age 27, and Nguyen Truc
Cuong, age 36, and his niece Nguyen Thi Hoa,
age 44, were arrested for allegedly being in
contact and receiving support from organiza-
tions in the United States concerning the re-
ligious situation in Vietnam and dissemi-
nating information concerning the detention
of Father Ly;

Whereas after their cases generated much
concern in Congress, Nguyen Thi Hoa,
Nguyen Vu Viet and Nguyen Truc Cuong all
have been or are expected to be released
shortly;

Whereas on November 27, 2003, the United
Nations Working Group on Arbitrary Deten-
tion issued Opinion No. 20/2003 stating ‘‘the
Group is convinced that [Father Ly] has
been arrested and detained only for his opin-
ions . . . [and] the deprivation of the liberty
of Father Thaddeus Nguyen Van Ly is arbi-
trary, as being in contravention of Article 19
of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and of Article 19 of the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights’’;

Whereas Father Ly has been deprived of
his basic human rights by being denied his
ability to exercise freedom of opinion and ex-
pression; and

Whereas the arbitrary imprisonment and
the violation of the human rights of citizens
of Vietnam are sources of continuing, grave
concern to Congress;

Whereas continuing concerns regarding
human rights in Vietnam were recently
highlighted by large demonstrations in the
Central Highlands on April 10 and 11, 2004, in
which thousands of Montagnards gathered on
Easter weekend to protest their treatment
by the Government of Vietnam, including
the confiscation of tribal lands and ongoing
restrictions on religious activities; and

Whereas although the Government of Viet-
nam has attempted to control information
about the April 2004 protests and access to
the Central Highlands, reputable human
rights organizations have reported that the
protests were met with a violent response
and that many demonstrators were arrested,
injured, or are in hiding, and that others
were Kkilled: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That—

(1) Congress—

(A) condemns and deplores the arbitrary
detention of Father Thaddeus Nguyen Van
Ly by the Government of the Socialist Re-
public of Vietnam and calls for his imme-
diate and unconditional release;

(B) condemns and deplores the violations
of freedom of speech, religion, movement, as-
sociation, and the lack of due process af-
forded to individuals in Vietnam;

(C) strongly urges the Government of Viet-
nam to consider the implications of its ac-
tions for the broader relationship between
the United States and the Socialist Republic
of Vietnam, including the impact on trade
relations;

(D) urges the Government of Vietnam to
allow unfettered access to the Central High-
lands by foreign diplomats, the international
press, and nongovernmental organizations;
and

(E) condemns the extent of the violence
used against Montagnard protesters on April
10 and 11, 2004, and the use of any violence
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against peaceful protests and demonstra-
tions; and

(2) it is the sense of Congress that the
United States—

(A) should make the immediate release of
Father Ly a top concern;

(B) should continue to urge the Govern-
ment of Vietnam to comply with inter-
nationally recognized standards for basic
freedoms and human rights;

(C) should make it clear to the Govern-
ment of Vietnam that the detention of Fa-
ther Ly and other persons and the infliction
of human rights violations on these individ-
uals are not in the interest of Vietnam be-
cause they create obstacles to improved bi-
lateral relations and cooperation with the
United States; and

(D) should reiterate the deep concern of
the United States regarding the continued
imprisonment of Father Ly, and other per-
sons whose human rights are being violated,
and discuss their legal status and immediate
humanitarian needs with the Government of
Vietnam.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Government of
Vietnam likes to say that Vietnam is a
country, not a war. It is a catchy little
self-evident phrase that some Members
of Congress picked up during the bilat-
eral trade agreement debate, as if to
suggest that the debate was somehow
about the Vietnam War, which it was
not, instead of Vietnam’s shameful
present-day human rights record,
which it was.

Of course Vietnam is a country, to
which I respond: behave like an honor-
able country. Live up to their word as
a signatory to numerous human rights
covenants, including the international
covenant on political and civil rights.
Stop bringing dishonor and shame to
their government by abusing their own
people.

Mr. Speaker, according to the U.S.
State Department report, the ‘“‘Report
on Human Rights Practices for 2003’’:
“The Government’s human rights
record remained poor, and it continued
to commit serious abuses.” Rather
than repress and jail, harass, intimi-
date, and torture, the government
should recognize and reflect the innate
goodness of the Vietnamese people, a
kind, gentle, compassionate people who
deserve better, much better.

Take the case of Father Ly. In Feb-
ruary 2001, Father Thaddeus Nguyen
Van Ly submitted written testimony
to the United States Commission on
International Religious Freedom for a
hearing at which he was invited to tes-
tify. He was not able to testify in per-
son, but submitted written testimony
which I will include in its entirety in
the RECORD.

Because this brave Catholic priest
told the truth, spoke the truth to
power, the Government of Vietnam
persecuted and cruelly mistreated him;
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and he is now serving a 10-year prison
sentence, and he has been in prison for
3 of those years. Amnesty Inter-
national calls Father Ly a prisoner of
conscience, and even the U.N. Working
Group on Arbitrary Detention has con-
demned his detention.

I think it is worth focusing just for a
moment on his testimony, which was
incisive and compelling; and I quote it
in part: ‘“‘Since their victory of April
30, 1975, Father Ly wrote, ‘“‘the Viet-
namese Communists have extended its
oppressive policy toward the different
religions of South Vietnam. Laws and
decrees have been promulgated to con-
fine, restrict, or ban religious activi-
ties. The government has falsely ac-
cused clergy members and lay people
as a pretext to detain and imprison
those who protest its oppressive policy,
or those who teach catechism, lead a
church choir, or join a seminary. They
have been banished to concentration
camps for years. This policy has been
ongoing,”” he writes, ‘‘for nearly 50
years.

“The government has used many
ruses,” he continues to write, ‘“‘to di-
vide and politicize the Cao Dai, Catho-
lic and Protestant Churches; to split
the Buddhist Church in two, the Uni-
fied Buddhist Church of Vietnam and
the Buddhist Church of Vietnam; and
to set up the puppet Hoa Hao Buddhist
Committee of Representatives, which
consists of mainly Communist cadres,
to claim leadership over 5 million Hoa
Hao Buddhists. The government has
requisitioned for its arbitrary use nu-
merous facilities and properties be-
longing to different Churches.”

Father Ly continues to write: “With
regard to the Catholic Church, the
Communists have severely restricted
her fundamental rights,” and he points
out and lays out some 10 different in-
stances, including the fact that the
government still keeps many priests,
clergy members, and lay people in pris-
on or under house arrest.

Father Ly continues to say: ‘‘Faced
with this extremely cruel policy of the
Vietnamese Communist Government to
strangle religions, the Churches in
Vietnam have unceasingly demanded
religious freedom. Their nonviolent
and persistent campaign will continue
until the Vietnamese people have full
religious freedom, which anyone else in
the civilized world has.”

O 1630

This campaign has, as he points out,
the following objectives. This is num-
ber one. This is Father Ly’s testimony:

“Number one: the government must
fully respect the right of all citizens to
true religious freedom and the right of
churches to select, train and appoint
their own priests, clergy members and
dignitaries. The government must stop
its practice of listing the religious af-
filiation of citizens on their identity
cards and personal documents so that
no citizen be discriminated against and
be able to freely practice his or her
faith.
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“Number two,” Father Ly writes:
“The government must return all fa-
cilities and properties it has con-
fiscated or requisitioned from the
churches, even when the documentary
evidence of ownership was lost in the
war if local people can confirm the
rightful ownership of these facilities.

“Number three: the government
must abandon the ruses and schemes it
has used to oppress and destroy reli-
gions. Its interference in church affairs
must cease. Committees created by the
government but dressed up as religious
institutions in order to serve the gov-
ernment’s anti-religion policy must be
disbanded.

“Number four: the government must
unconditionally release all clergy
members, priests, officials and dig-
nitaries of the churches and lay people
who are currently in prison or under
administrative detention because of
their faith.

“Number five: the government must
fully respect every and each article of
the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, of which the Viet-
namese Communist Government be-
came a signatory on September 24,
1982.”

Finally, Father Ly writes, ‘‘However,
for as long as the Vietnamese Com-
munists keep their dogmatic and to-
talitarian rule and disregard the funda-
mental freedoms of the people as I have
presented above,” he goes on to say,
“by trading with Vietnam the U.S. and
other countries only strengthen the
Communists’ grips on power.”

Again, I would like his full statement
read by Members, because it is a very
strong and compelling bit of testi-
mony.

These are the words of Father Ly. He
is now in prison 3 years of a 10-year
prison term.

The resolution we are considering
today, Mr. Speaker, has over 100 co-
sponsors and I believe, we believe, will
send a strong message to the leaders of
Hanoi to free Father Ly and that the
ongoing systematic abuses of human
rights must cease and that they will
not be tolerated.

H. Con. Res. 378 also condemns, and
this amendment we are offering with
the language today, the brutal crack-
down against the Montagnard. Largely
ignored by the American press, Viet-
nam crushed thousands of Montagnard
in the Central Highlands on April 10
and 11. In classic dictatorship style and
brutality, many Montagnard, who were
protesting the confiscation of tribal
lands and ongoing restrictions on reli-
gious activities, were beaten and there
are reports that some were killed. This
comes on the heels of another brutal
crackdown against the Montagnard in
December of 2001 that has resulted in
the closing of over 400 churches.

I would just point out to my col-
leagues that there are also attempts to
coerce people to renounce their faith,
renunciation of faith. According to
Ambassador John Hanford, our Ambas-
sador At Large For Religious Freedom,
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there are approximately 100,000
Montagnards who were pressured to re-
nounce their faith. I am happy to say
that most resisted, but 100,000 within
the last few months and years have
been pressured to say ‘‘no’” to their
faith in Christ.

H. Con. Res. 378 also urges the gov-
ernment of Vietnam to allow unfet-
tered access to the Central Highlands,
where all of this is going on, by foreign
diplomats, the international press and
nongovernmental organizations, and
condemns the extent of the violence
used against, as I said, the Montagnard
protestors.

Mr. Speaker, finally, human rights
have gotten worse, not better, since
the Bilateral Trade Agreement with
Vietnam of 2001. We must not remain
silent while the government of Viet-
nam continues to persecute religious
and political dissidents and ethnic mi-
norities. As a matter of fact, I believe
strongly that Vietnam should be
branded a Country of Particular Con-
cern, a CPC country, pursuant to the
provisions of the International Reli-
gious Freedom Act.

We care deeply, Democrats and Re-
publicans, Mr. Speaker. We care deeply
about the people of Vietnam and re-
spect and honor their legitimate aspi-
rations to be free. Why does not Hanoi?

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the written testimony of Rev-
erend Thaddeus Nguyen Van Ly before
the U.S. Commission on International
Religious Freedom.

TESTIMONY OF REV. THADDEUS NGUYEN VAN

Ly

Ladies and gentlemen, it is a great honor
to be perhaps the first Vietnamese Roman
Catholic priest living under a communist re-
gime to testify before your Commission at a
location that represents the ideals of democ-
racy. I would like to send my greetings of
the New Millennium to you and to the people
of the United States.

In the opening statement of the Declara-
tion of Independence of the Democratic Re-
public of Vietnam on September 2, 1945, Ho
Chi Minh tried to win your nation’s support
by solemnly quoting the second paragraph of
Declaration of Independence of the United
States: ‘“All men are created equal. They are
endowed by their Creator with certain
unalienable rights, that among these are life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.”’

In less than 250 years since her independ-
ence, your country has become the shining
example of freedom and independence—any-
one who wants to know what freedom and
independence are only needs to visit your
country and her people.

As an eyewitness living in Communist
Vietnam for more than 25 years, I would like
to boldly and frankly present my ideas on
three issues as your invitation letter has
suggested.

1. THE REALITIES OF THE RELIGIONS IN VIETNAM
IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM

In order to achieve independence, liberty
and happiness for the Vietnamese people, Ho
Chi Minh chose Communism. This is a funda-
mental contradiction because Communism
calls for a dictatorial regime that does not
tolerate the concept of true liberty. Freedom
of religion will be absent for as long as the
Vietnamese government hangs on to its
Communist ideology.

Since their victory of April 30, 1975, the Vi-
etnamese Communists have extended its op-
pressive policy toward the different religions
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to South Vietnam. Laws and decrees have
been promulgated to confine, restrict, or ban
religious activities. The government has
falsely accused clergy members and lay peo-
ple as a pretext to detain and imprison those
who protest its oppressive policy, or those
who teach catechism, lead a church choir, or
join a seminary. They are banished to con-
centration camps for years. This policy has
been on-going for nearly 50 years (from 1954
to 2001).

The government has used many ruses to di-
vide and politicize the Cao Dai, Catholic and
Protestant Churches; to split the Buddhist
Church in two—the United Buddhist Church
of Vietnam (UBCV) and the Buddhist Church
of Vietnam (BCV); and to set up the puppet
Hoa Hao Buddhist Committee of Representa-
tives, which consists of mainly Communist
cadres, to claim leadership over five million
Hoa Hoa Buddhists. The government has req-
uisitioned for its arbitrary use numerous fa-
cilities and properties belonging to the dif-
ferent Churches.

With regard to the Catholic Church, the
communists have severely restricted her fun-
damental rights. The many petitions issued
by the Catholic Bishops Conference of Viet-
nam (CBCV) since 1980 have unmasked the
Government’s policy. This I have analyzed in
my Ten-Point Proclamation released on No-
vember 24, 1994 and the follow-up proclama-
tion dated November 24, 2000, which I have
sent to your Commission. Following is the
summary of the points made in those two
statements.

1. The Vietnamese Communists have bru-
tally interfered with CBCV’s authority to or-
ganize its annual Pastoral Assembly: the
Bishops must apply for permission to orga-
nize and the Assembly’s agenda must be pre-
examined by the Government. After the As-
sembly, the minutes must be submitted to
the Government. All reports from the As-
sembly must be vetted by the Government
before they can be released to the Catholic
community and the public.

2. The Vietnamese communists have bru-
tally interfered with CBCV’s authority to ap-
point bishops and ordain of priests. The Holy
See had to negotiate with the Vietnamese
Government for years on each bishop ap-
pointment. The Government often rejects
candidates selected by the Church and only
accepts those they are pleased with. The
Government counts on The Vatican having
to yield eventually so as to prevent excessive
harm to dioceses facing extended absence of
a bishop. The dioceses of Hung Hoa, Hai
Phong, and Bui Chu ... have not had a
bishop for more than eight years and The
Vatican is not allowed to appoint any.

Anyone intending to join a seminary of
any candidate for priesthood elected by the
Church must have the approval of and their
background examined by the Public Security
Police. These candidates must prove their
docility and show no sign of resisting the re-
gime. The police give special preference to
those agreeing to serve as informants for the
Government within the seminary. An appli-
cant’s chance would increase if he can afford
to bribe the authorities. Applicants having
family members who worked for defunct Re-
public of Vietnam or holding nonconformist
views stand no chance of being approved for
admission into a seminary or priesthood re-
gardless of their qualifications and moral
virtues and regardless of the Church’s sup-
port. I know many young men who have re-
peatedly passed the Church-administered en-
trance exam with top scores but have not
been approved for admission into any semi-
nary. Any bishop intending to ordain a semi-
narian into priesthood or to assign a priest
to a mission must ask for permission and ne-
gotiate with the Government in a protracted
process, which in some cases has taken near-
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ly 20 years without results. The approval cri-
teria imposed by the Government has noth-
ing to do with the moral quality that the
Church requires of candidates for priesthood.
As a result, the number of newly ordained
priests has drastically decreased and is cur-
rently insufficient to meet the Church’s pas-
toral needs. Aging priests die or retire with-
out successors. Many priests in rural regions
have to minister more than ten parishes, all
distant from each other. There is hardly nor-
mal religious life in these parishes. It is very
difficult for priests to change their residence
for new assignments.

3. Groups of faithful in new economic zones
or in remote areas are anxious to have mass
for Christmas and Easter each year but their
most basic spiritual need is rarely met. The
atheist Government wants these people not
to think of religion, which it considers harm-
ful and dangerous.

4. A Mass that brings together the faithful
from different places and priests desiring to
say mass in places other than their usual as-
signed location must have prior government
permission.

5. The Government still keeps many
priests, clergy members, and lay people in
prison or under house arrest. (Committee for
Religious Freedom in Vietnam has made this
list available to your Commission.)

6. The Government brutally violates the
Church’s freedom of the press. No local or
national publication of the Church is al-
lowed. As a result, The Church cannot fulfill
its evangelical duties. Before 1975, there were
more than a dozen Catholic newspapers and
magazines in South Vietnam. Today there
are only two weekly magazines, Cong Giao &
Dan Toc (The Catholics & The People) and
Nguoi Cong Giao Viet Nam (The Vietnamese
Catholics), which are created and financed
by the Government. CBCV’s only publication
is the newsletter Ban Tin Hiep Thong (The
Communion News), of which the first six
issues were ‘‘illegal.” The Government gave
the Church temporary permission to publish
issues 7-9 from February to September 2000.
In October 2000, the government rescinded its
permission and discontinued this only publi-
cation of The Church. There is no freedom of
speech in my country. Churches of course
have none. This kind of statement that I am
presenting to you cannot be circulated in
Vietnam because no photocopying store or
printing shop would dare to reproduce it. No-
body dares to keep it, fearing for his own life
and the safety of his family. Those who dare
must be prepared for martyrdom. In fact, on
February 7 the public security police
searched two of my assistants and found a
floppy disk containing a draft of this state-
ment. These two brave young men were de-
tained overnight at the police station for ex-
tensive questioning.

7. The Government forces all students from
all grades and in college to study and love
Socialism while in fact nobody likes to teach
or study it. Only the three million com-
munist party members and the five million
members of the Communist League of Youth
should study this ideology if they still be-
lieve in it. Forcing the entire Vietnamese
nation to study a bankrupt ideology that has
caused them so much suffering is outright
unconscionable.

8. The Communist Government has, since
1954 in North Vietnam and since 1975 in
South Vietnam, seized or requisitioned thou-
sands upon thousands of Church facilities
used for education, charity, and medical
service. Consequently the Church has no
means to train seminarians, providing edu-
cation and human services to the poor, the
sick, the handicapped and the orphans, and
it is extremely difficult for Church members
to deliver service in a government facility.
For example, the Pius X Papal Institute in
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Da Lat, run by the Jesuits, had been an out-
standing college for priesthood formation
until its confiscation in 1976 by the Govern-
ment, which turned it into a training school
for Communist cadres. The Hoan Thien
Minor Seminary at 11 Dong Da, Hue, offering
high school-level training to seminarians,
was taken by force by the Government in De-
cember 1979; all three priests teaching at the
seminary and more than 80 seminarians were
evicted. These are but a few examples.

Faced with this extremely cruel policy of
the Vietnamese Communist Government to
strangle religions, the Churches in Vietnam
have unceasingly demanded religious free-
dom. Their non-violent and persistent cam-
paign will continue until the Vietnamese
people have full religious freedom, which
anyone else in the civilized world has. This
campaign has the following objectives.

1. The Government must fully respect the
right of all citizens to true religious freedom
and the right of Churches to select, train,
and appoint their own priests, clergy mem-
bers and dignitaries. The Government must
stop its practice of listing the religious af-
filiation of citizens on their identity cards
and personal documents so that no citizen
will be discriminated against and be able to
freely practice his or her faith.

2. The Government must return all facili-
ties and properties it has confiscated or req-
uisitioned from the Churches, even when
documentary evidence of ownership was lost
in the war if local people can confirm the
rightful owner of these facilities and prop-
erties.

3. The Government must abandon the ruses
and schemes it has used to oppress and de-
stroy religions. Its interference in Church af-
fairs must cease. Committees created by the
government but dressed up as religious insti-
tutions in order to serve the Government’s
antireligion policy must be disbanded.

4. The Government must unconditionally
release all clergy members, priests, officials
and dignitaries of the Churches and lay peo-
ple who are currently in prison or under ad-
ministrative detention because of their
faith.

5. The Government must fully respect
every and each article of the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, of
which the Vietnamese Communist Govern-
ment became a signatory on September 24,
1982.

II. EFFECTS OF THE BILATERAL TRADE AGREE-
MENT ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND RELIGIOUS
FREEDOM IN VIETNAM
I am only a priest, not a specialist in eco-

nomics and politics. I speak as a Vietnamese

citizen with a deep love for my country and
my people.

Vietnam needs the Bilateral Trade Agree-
ment (BTA) for her economic development.
In principle I dearly want my country to
have the trust of other countries, among
them the United States, so that my country
may achieve prosperity and my people may
have a better life and fully realize their po-
tentials.

However, for as long as the Vietnamese
Communists keep their dogmatic and totali-
tarian rule and disregard the fundamental
freedoms of the people as I have presented
above, by trading with Vietnam the United
States and other countries would only
strengthen the Communists’ grips on power;
the BTA may end up benefiting only the gov-
erning minority while prolonging the suf-
fering of the entire people; the vast majority
of the common people like us may at best re-
ceive small crumbs trickling down from the
top but in return must endure our fate of the
exploited and disenfranchised for so much
longer.

In regard to the ratification of the BTA, I
urgently warn the US Congress not to trust
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the Vietnamese Communists’ promise of
good faith. The United States and many
other countries have had bitter experiences
dealing with their broken promises in the
past.

The Vietnamese Communists have signed
many international accords and agreements
on human rights but have never intended to
respect them. Their intention is to deceive
the international community. For example,
Vietnam became signatory to the Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights in 1982 but does not abide by Articles
18 and 19 of this covenant which call for the
respect for the freedoms of thought, speech,
and religion. If international human rights
institutions allow themselves to fall victim
to such deception, they will contribute to
the following dire consequences: (1) the Viet-
namese Government will exploit their sign-
ing the document to falsely claim that there
are human rights in Vietnam; (2) these inter-
national institutions will lose their credi-
bility as they prove to be so easily deceived;
and (3) these institutions unknowingly pro-
long the Communist oppression of the Viet-
namese people—this in fact constitutes a
major crime against my people.

Therefore, if the United States and other
countries truly sympathize with my ill-fated
people and truly care about human rights,
especially the right to religious freedom, of
the Vietnamese people, you must not help
the Communist Government prolong its to-
talitarian rule. Instead, the United States
and other countries should suspend all agree-
ments harmful to the Vietnamese people and
do everything in your capacity to put pres-
sure on the Vietnamese Government to allow
freedom and democracy to dawn on our coun-
try.

III. WHAT CAN BE DONE TO HELP IMPROVE FREE-

DOM OF RELIGION IN VIETNAM IN THE NEAR

TERM, AND IN THE LONG TERM?

The Vietnamese Communists have idolized
Ho Chi Minh, turning him into a ‘‘god” and
creating a new religion revolving around
him. The Communist Government wants to
suppress all other religions and replace them
with this new religion in order to unify the
Vietnamese people behind it. In fact, Ho Chi
Minh had made significant contributions to
our national struggle for independence but
at the same time had committed serious
crimes against the Vietnamese people. One
basic endeavor that the international com-
munity needs to undertake is to unravel the
harmful myths woven by the Communists
around this historical figure.

In the short term, the United States and
other countries should help the Churches in
Vietnam achieve greater independence from
the government, should show by example
how freedom of religion is respected in the
free world, and should expose the oppression
that the Vietnamese Government has im-
posed on the Churches. At first, the Viet-
namese Communists may feel that such inde-
pendence would clash with its totalitarian
power but with time it may realize that the
power to control and interfere with Church
affairs, such as the appointment of priests,
should have never been theirs to start with.

The Vietnamese people will not enjoy reli-
gious freedom for as long as the Communist
regime remains in place. Therefore if the
United States and other countries truly de-
sire to see the return of religious freedom to
the Vietnamese people, they will need to cre-
ate favorable conditions for the early demise
of the Communist regime.

Ladies and gentlemen,

This is a precious opportunity to speak on
behalf of my people, of the different Church-
es, and of the Catholic Church in particular.
I would like to extend my gratitude to you,
to the U.S. Congress, and the American peo-
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ple, including some two million Vietnamese-
Americans, for having given me such an op-
portunity.

May God bless you, your families, your col-
leagues, the American people, and your beau-
tiful country. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, first I want to commend
my good friend, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), for his leader-
ship on Vietnam human rights issues
and, indeed, on being the most indefati-
gable and passionate advocate of
human rights in this body.

As the political security and eco-
nomic relationship between the United
States and Vietnam become increas-
ingly complex, we must never forget
the continued absence of internation-
ally recognized human rights in Viet-
nam.

Mr. Speaker, Father Ly, the subject
of this resolution, is a Vietnamese
Catholic priest. Three years ago, he
was invited by the International Reli-
gious Freedom Commission to give tes-
timony related to religious freedom in
Vietnam. Since the Vietnamese Gov-
ernment denied Father Ly permission
to leave his country, he submitted
written testimony for the record. In
this testimony, Father Ly outlined the
lack of religious freedom in Vietnam
and urged his fellow Vietnamese citi-
zens to continue to struggle, non-
violently, for their rights.

He was subsequently sentenced to 15
years in prison after a 1-day closed
trial in which he was denied adequate
legal counsel. Father Ly was convicted
of slandering the Communist Party and
distorting the religious policy of the
government of Vietnam.

Subsequently, Mr. Speaker, the
United Nations Working Group stated
that Father Ly was arrested and de-
tained only for his opinions, and the
deprivation of the liberty of Father Ly
is arbitrary and contravenes the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights
and the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights.

Mr. Speaker, as we meet here today,
Father Ly continues to remain in pris-
on because he had the courage of his
convictions and he refused to white-
wash the continued lack of religious
freedom in Vietnam. Our resolution
urges his immediate release from pris-
on, a call for justice long overdue.

It is my strong hope that the Viet-
namese Government will receive this
wake-up call through the passage of
our resolution. While large numbers of
Vietnamese Catholics continue to at-
tend services each Sunday, the Viet-
namese Government prohibits the
church from training enough priests to
meet the growing demand for clerics.
The Vietnamese Government has also
refused to compensate the church fully
for expropriated church property, and
it prohibits the church from expanding
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its activities to help the poor in Viet-
nam.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to show their concern about
the continued unjust imprisonment of
Father Ly and the lack of religious
freedom in Vietnam by supporting
strongly our resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CoOX), the
chairman of the Select Committee on
Homeland Security.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, we are here on the floor
to demand of the communist govern-
ment of Vietnam that Father Ly im-
mediately be released, unconditionally.
Father Ly’s only offense is that he is a
Catholic priest who sought to minister
to the spiritual needs of his country-
men and countrywomen in Vietnam.
For this offense, he has been in prison
for the last 3 years, and the communist
government of Vietnam expects that he
will serve the full decade of his sen-
tence.

This 1is, of course, an affront to
human rights. It is also an affront to
the United States, because it was the
U.S. Commission on International Reli-
gious Freedom that solicited Father
Ly’s testimony. They asked that Fa-
ther Ly testify in person. He was will-
ing to do so; but, of course, the com-
munist government of Vietnam forbade
him from doing so. So Father Ly then
submitted written testimony, and it is
on the basis of that written testimony
that he was convicted. That is why he
is now in jail.

Never has there been a clearer path
from freedom to imprisonment than in
this case. We can read the entirety of
his offense. What he said, in response
to questions from the United States, is
that there is not religious freedom in
Vietnam. He said that the government
of Vietnam had stripped all churches of
their independence and freedom. For
speaking this truth, Father Ly is now
expected to spend a decade in a com-
munist prison.

It was 1 month after he wrote this
testimony and sent it to the United
States that he was arrested. Indeed, he
was arrested while he was saying mass.
He was on the alter before a congrega-
tion. Six hundred policemen of the Vi-
etnamese communist government sur-
rounded the church, stormed it, and
dragged him off. Of course, the Viet-
namese Government provided him no
legal representation, no consultation
whatsoever; and not surprisingly, on
October 19 of that same year, Father
Thaddeus Nguyen Van Ly was sen-
tenced to this seemingly indefinite
time in prison, 15 years originally. He
has already spent 3 years. Now he is
going to get a 10-year sentence.

Father Ly is no stranger to repres-
sion at the hands of the Vietnamese
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dictatorship. Since 1977, the govern-
ment has repeatedly harassed him, re-
peatedly arrested him, and repeatedly
jailed him for his advocacy of religious
freedom.

So the Congress today calls for the
immediate and unconditional release of
Father Ly. But we also recognize that
he is not alone. He represents the
struggle of all of those citizens of Viet-
nam who are fighting for freedom and
for democracy.

Another piece of legislation to ad-
dress that struggle is the Vietnam
Human Rights Act, H.R. 1587, which I
hope the House will soon consider. This
legislation will prohibit nonhumani-
tarian assistance to the government of
Vietnam, it will support the efforts of
human rights and democracy advocates
there, and it will help us work to over-
come the government’s jamming of
Radio Free Asia and their Vietnamese
broadcast. It will help resettle refugees
and require an annual State Depart-
ment report on the progress towards
freedom and democracy in Vietnam, or
the lack of it.

This resolution that is before us
today, of which I am an initial cospon-
sor, is, therefore, a call to action. It is
a call, of course, upon the Vietnamese
Government to act; but it is also our
call to action. The Vietnamese Govern-
ment and other dictatorships around
the globe must come to realize that op-
pression does not go unnoticed, that
the Congress and the President will
continue to fight for those like Father
Ly who seek meaningful change in
their country.

Mr. Speaker, I am very, very proud
to join the gentleman from New Jersey
(Chairman SMITH) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) in sup-
porting this resolution, and I am very
proud of the stands for human rights
that this Congress will soon take.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to my good
friend and distinguished colleague, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LoO-
RETTA SANCHEZ), a champion of human
rights.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 378, a
resolution which calls for the imme-
diate and unconditional release of
Catholic Father and human rights
champion Thaddeus Nguyen Van Ly. I
thank my colleague, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), for
bringing this resolution to the floor. I
am proud to be an original cosponsor of
the bill, and I am proud to work with
him on the bipartisan Vietnam Caucus.

On this day, the 10th anniversary of
Vietnam Human Rights Day and the
14th anniversary of the Vietnamese
Manifesto of Nonviolent Movement For
Human Rights, there can be nothing
more appropriate action for this Con-
gress than to pass this resolution about
Father Ly. Why would that be? Well,
we as Members of the United States
Congress have a special responsibility,
for, you see, it was testimony to this
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Congress, to this Nation, that Father
Ly gave us that put him behind bars.
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In fact, we brought forward that tes-
timony in a human rights caucus hear-
ing on religious freedoms in Vietnam,
or, should I say, the lack of religious
freedom in Vietnam. So we have a par-
ticular responsibility to let the world
know and to put pressure on the Viet-
namese Government with respect to
Father Ly’s incarceration.

In reaction to Father Ly’s defense of
human rights and his pronouncements
on the need for religious freedom and
nonviolent resistance, the Government
of Vietnam branded him a traitor, a
traitor, and prohibited him from car-
rying out his religious duties as a
priest and sentenced him to 10 years of
prison for ‘‘damaging the government’s
unit policy.”

The imprisonment of Father Ly is
not only a violation of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and of
the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, it is a direct at-
tack on each and every one of us who
value human rights.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from New Jersey, and I thank the gen-
tleman from California for being such a
strong supporter of human rights in
the world, and I urge my colleagues to
support this important resolution.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. AKIN), and I thank him for
his support on human rights in general
and human rights in Vietnam in par-
ticular.

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleas-
ure to be able to join my colleagues
today and to add my support for House
Concurrent Resolution 378 calling for
the immediate and unconditional re-
lease of father Thadeus Nguyen Van
Ly.

Father Ly has peacefully campaigned
for more than 30 years for religious
freedom in his country, and he has
called on the officials of that nation of
Vietnam to allow churches to appoint
their own leadership and to stop listing
people’s religious affiliation on their
I.D. card, and to return property that
was confiscated from the churches to
those particular denominations and
faiths.

Now, recently, Father Ly, as we have
heard, has been sentenced to 15 years of
solitary confinement, a very serious
sentence, for merely advocating people
having the right for free religious ex-
pression. That sentence has been miti-
gated by 5 years, still a 10-year sen-
tence. In the brief time that he had to
speak to his own family, he made the
following statement: “My duty and my
conscience required me to fight for the
freedom of our church. If I had realized
those terrifying situations for our
church and had not done anything, I
would have been guilty before God.
Now I think I have accomplished my
duty, I do not feel sorry for myself.”
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Father Ly, though he lives on the
other side of the world, is in a sense a
brother of each of ours. This is a per-
sonal affront that the Government of
Vietnam has stood against those people
who have the courage to allow people
to express their own personal con-
sciences.

It is particularly appropriate in this
Chamber and at this time for us to re-
call the words of Madison on the sub-
ject of property. When property was
discussed by our founders, they did not
think so much of a piece of land or
even of possession, but they thought of
the property first and foremost and
closest to the heart of all true lovers of
freedom: It was the property of our
own convictions, the property of our
own soul, the property to be able to ex-
press our opinion and our devotion to
whichever God it is that we would wor-
ship. And it is this fundamental, funda-
mental, heartfelt core of American be-
lief which binds us to freedom-fighters
all over the world and which calls us to
strong condemnation of the Govern-
ment of Vietnam, that they would
trample people’s right to worship and
freedom under their feet with total dis-
regard, and would lock a champion of
freedom like this away for 10 years,
away from his family, and harassing
his family.

So I strongly add my support to the
gentleman and his resolution, H. Con.
Res. 378.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, we have
no additional requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of our time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 378, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H. Con. Res. 378, the con-
current resolution just considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.
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RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE SERVICEMEN’S RE-
ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 1944

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
91) recognizing the 60th anniversary of
the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of
1944.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.J. REs. 91

Whereas on June 22, 1944, President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt signed into law the Service-
men’s Readjustment Act of 1944, commonly
known as the GI Bill of Rights;

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights provided edu-
cation and training benefits to more than
7,800,000 United States veterans and subse-
quent Acts have provided those benefits to
more than 21,500,000 United States veterans;

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights provided un-
employment benefits, small business loans,
and job counseling services to assist veterans
with the transition from military service to
civilian employment;

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights is credited
with contributing to the robust recovery of
the United States post-World War II econ-
omy, and is largely recognized as one of the
most successful domestic programs of the
United States;

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights, and subse-
quent Acts, established home loan programs
for United States veterans which, since 1944,
have guaranteed more than 17,500,000 loans,
totaling aggregate loan amounts of more
than $800,000,000,000, providing home owner-
ship opportunities to millions of United
States veterans and their families; and

Whereas the GI Bill of Rights, and subse-
quent Acts, have been recognized by polit-
ical, business, sociocultural, and educational
leaders as landmark pieces of legislation
which have collectively contributed to the
development of the United States middle
class: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress—

(1) supports the recognition of the 60th an-
niversary of the Servicemen’s Readjustment
Act of 1944, and

(2) requests the President to issue a procla-
mation calling on the people of the United
States to observe the 60th anniversary of the
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 with
appropriate ceremonies and activities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Joint Resolution
91 would recognize the 60th anniversary
of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act
of 1944, popularly known as the GI Bill
of Rights, arguably America’s most
successful domestic program ever.

In the decade following World War II,
more than 2 million eligible men and
women went to college using the GI
Bill educational benefits. The result
was an American workforce enriched
by 450,000 engineers, 238,000 teachers,
91,000 scientists, 67,000 doctors, 22,000
dentists, and another 1 million college-
educated men and women. It is esti-
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mated that another 5 million men and
women received other schooling or job
training on the GI Bill, helping to cre-
ate the modern middle class.

The original GI Bill exceeded all ex-
pectations and had enormous benefits
beyond the immediate benefits given to
our deserving war veterans. College en-
rollment grew dramatically in 1947. GI
Bill enrollees accounted for almost half
of the total college population, result-
ing in a need for more and larger col-
leges and universities. In New Jersey,
Rutgers University saw its admissions
grow from a pre-war high of 7,000 to al-
most 16,000 during the postwar decades.

Mr. Speaker, economic philosopher
Peter Drucker looking at the GI Bill’s
historical impact noted ‘“The GI Bill of
Rights, and the enthusiastic response
on the part of America’s veterans, sig-
naled the shift to a knowledge society.
In this society, knowledge is the pri-
mary resource for individuals and the
economy overall.”

In fact, Mr. Speaker, a Veterans Ad-
ministration study in 19656 showed that
due to the increased earning power of
GI Bill college graduates, Federal Gov-
ernment income tax revenues rose by
more than $1 billion annually; and in
less than 20 years, the $14 billion cost
of the original program had been recov-
ered. Further, the home loan portion of
the original GI Bill of Rights was so
successful that it is credited with cre-
ating the suburbs in America. Before
the GI Bill, the great majority of
Americans were renters. Now, most
Americans live in their own homes.

Most importantly, the GI Bill trans-
formed the working men and women of
America, giving millions new opportu-
nities they could only dream of before
it was enacted.

Mr. Speaker, building upon this suc-
cess of the original GI Bill, Congress
approved a second education bill
known as the Veterans Readjustment
Assistance Act of 1952 during the Ko-
rean War, and then a third bill, the
Veterans Readjustment Benefits Act of
1966 during the Vietnam War, and a
fourth bill, the Veterans Educational
Assistance Program for the post-Viet-
nam War era.

Finally, in 1985, Congress approved
today’s Montgomery GI Bill, or the
MGIB, which was designed not only to
help veterans transition into the work-
force through education and training,
but also to support the all-volunteer
Armed Forces. All totaled, over 20 mil-
lion men and women have used the VA
educational benefits in the various pro-
grams since the first GI Bill in 1944.

Furthermore, the use of educational
benefits as a recruitment tool has been
one of the most spectacularly success-
ful of all tools given to our Nation’s
military recruiters.

Mr. Speaker, when I was first elected
chairman of the House Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs in January of 2001,
the GI Bill needed to be updated. As a
result of inflation and rising higher
education costs, the monthly edu-
cational benefit was estimated to cover
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less than two-thirds of what would be
required for a veteran student to at-
tend a 4-year public college as a com-
muter student. GI Bill utilization rates
were down under 50 percent, as far too
many veterans concluded they simply
could not afford to attend college or
job training programs using GI Bill
benefits.

With good, solid, bipartisan support
in the House and Senate, along with a
coalition of education and veterans
leaders, I introduced the comprehen-
sive legislation, H.R. 1291, the Veterans
Education and Benefits Expansion Act
of 2001, now Public Law 107-103, which
dramatically increased Montgomery GI
Bill benefits. Signed by President Bush
in December of 2001, this legislation
boosted the total lifetime Montgomery
GI educational benefit from $24,192 in
December of 2001 to $35,460 today, an
increase of $11,268, which goes directly
towards education and job training for
qualified veterans. This number is
about a 46 percent increase when it was
phased in over 3 years.

Already, the number of GI Bill users
has risen dramatically by over 24,000 in
the first full year of the higher benefit
levels, from 289,894 in 2001 to 323,165 in
2002, an 11.5 percent increase after 3
years of declined usage. So in other
words, it was going in the opposite di-
rection in terms of utilization. That
now has ratcheted upwards.

In addition to benefit increases over
the past 4 years, Congress has also
made dozens of other improvements to
the GI Bill program through 32 sepa-
rate provisions of law, including accel-
erated GI Bill payments for short-term,
intensive, high-technology courses; two
major increases in chapter 35 benefits
for veterans’ surviving spouses and
their dependents; protection against
loss of GI benefits resulting from mobi-
lizations and deployments; use of the
GI Bill for entrepreneurship courses of-
fered through the Small Business De-
velopment Centers; and use of benefits
for licensing and credentialing.

And, later this week, I am happy to
say, Mr. Speaker, the Subcommittee on
Benefits of the Committee on Veterans
Affairs, chaired very admirably by the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
BROWN), is poised to mark up H.R. 1716,
the Veterans Earn and Learn Act,
which I introduced along with my good
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), to modernize
the VA’s on-the-job training and ap-
prenticeship programs.

Mr. Speaker, the late author Michael
J. Bennett in his book, ‘“The GI Bill
and the Making of Modern America”
wrote: “The GI Bill was the legislation
that made the United States the first
overwhelmingly middle-class Nation in
the world. It was the law that worked,
the law whose unexpected con-
sequences were even more than its in-
tended purposes.”

I am pleased to join with the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD), the
prime sponsor of this resolution, and
many others in writing this resolution,
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and I strongly encourage all of my col-
leagues to support it. Let us have all of
America celebrate a remarkable legacy
that continues to give, a legacy given
to us by the visionaries who crafted it,
and the World War II veterans who con-
verted its opportunities into the Amer-
ican dream.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in strong support of
House Joint Resolution 91, and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same.
This joint resolution commemorates
the 60th anniversary of the Service-
men’s Readjustment Act of 1944, com-
monly known as the GI Bill of Rights.

On June 22, 1944, President Franklin
Roosevelt signed into law the GI Bill of
Rights establishing what many be-
lieved to be one of the most socially
progressive and economically effective
legislative measures ever passed by the
United States Congress.

Former Senator Dale Bumpers of Ar-
kansas has stated that he ‘‘considers it
to be the best single investment the
Federal Government has ever made.”’

A noted author, James Michener,
said of the GI bill that he ‘“‘judged the
law one of the two or three finest Con-
gress has ever passed since our Con-
stitution took effect.”

A congressional research study found
that for every dollar invested in the GI
bill, the country recouped between $5
and $12 through revenue generated by
veterans taking advantage of the pro-
gram’s benefits.

Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to note
that the GI Bill of Rights was origi-
nally drafted as an economic stimulus
package, not necessarily as an edu-
cation program. The GI bill benefits
originally included education and
training; loan guarantees for homes,
small businesses and farms; unemploy-
ment pay of $20 a week for up to 52
weeks; and job training services.

Many social and political leaders of
the day remembered the high unem-
ployment, homelessness, and frustra-
tion faced by World War I veterans
upon their return to a country in the
throes of a deep economic recession.
These leaders wanted to avoid the re-
grettable Bonus March on Washington
of 1932, and they understood that near-
ly double the number of World War II
veterans would return than after World
War I.

It was essential to our Nation’s wel-
fare that action be taken to assist vet-
erans’ transition back into civilian
life. What they did not realize was how
popular and effective the education
benefits were going to be under the new
law.

Of the approximately 16 million indi-
viduals who served in World War II, the
GI Bill of Rights provided nearly 7.8
million veterans with education and
training benefits; 2.2 million veterans
chose to study at the college and uni-
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versity level; and by 1947, half of all
college students were veterans.

This influx changed the face of high-
er education. No longer was college
limited to the upper class. Former
servicemembers of all socio-economic
classes, races, and religions broke open
the doors of higher education, includ-
ing nearly 60,000 women. The Greatest
Generation went to college.

World War II veterans also had a tre-
mendous effect on the housing market.
With the assistance of the GI bill home
loan benefit, many veterans purchased
homes. By 1955, approximately 4 mil-
lion home loans had been granted, and
veterans and their families owned near-
1y 20 percent of all new homes built.

This housing boom allowed FDR’s ad-
ministration to stave off a post-war re-
cession. The unemployment benefits,
small business and farm Iloans, job
training services, and education bene-
fits allowed the Greatest Generation to
successfully transition from soldiers to
civilian leaders.

By 1956, the year the original GI bill
expired, the Federal Government had
invested over $14 billion in the pro-
gram, and the veterans of our Nation
made good on that investment. The De-
partment of Veterans Affairs estimated
that the increase in tax revenue of
World War II veterans alone was sev-
eral times the amount appropriated for
the benefit.

Mr. Speaker, the GI Bill of Rights
was unquestionably one of the greatest
legislative accomplishments. It was a
catalyst for the development of the
United States middle class and pro-
vided our Greatest Generation with an
opportunity to succeed. Indeed, the im-
pact of the original GI bill continues
today.

Subsequent related acts have pro-
vided education and training benefits
to more than 21.5 million veterans and
guaranteed more than 17.5 million
home loans to veterans and their fami-
lies. I know very well that the GI Bill
of Rights and subsequent acts have
provided many generations of veterans
in the State of Maine quality benefits
and an opportunity to succeed.

Mr. Speaker, it is fitting that today
we come together in this great body to
recognize and celebrate the 60th anni-
versary of the GI Bill of Rights. I en-
courage all Members to recognize the
importance and power of this law and
to continue to work together to pro-
vide our veterans the quality benefits
that they earned through their service
to our Nation.

This joint resolution deserves the
support of all Members.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. BROWN), the distin-
guished chairman of our Subcommittee
on Benefits.

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
New Jersey for yielding me the time.
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Mr. Speaker, I join with the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) and
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) in asking my col-
leagues to support House Joint Resolu-
tion 91.

This resolution would recognize
through ceremonies and other edu-
cational activities the 60th anniversary
of the World War II GI Bill of Rights,
probably the most successful domestic
legislation this Chamber has ever writ-
ten.

History tells us that much of Amer-
ica’s post-World War II motivation was
concern over another depression. When
12 million of our demobilized troops
came home to an uncertain economy as
the mills of war stopped grinding and
the United States undertook a massive
rebuilding effort in Western Europe
and Japan, our great Nation showed re-
markable vision.

The Congress gave veterans an oppor-
tunity to go to college, sort of an eco-
nomic cubby hole for them, as we
transformed our economy from one of
wartime to one of peacetime focus.

Our fellow Americans who selflessly
saved the world from tyranny and dic-
tatorship excelled in college because
they were already veterans of what au-
thor Michael Bennett has referred to as
““America’s most demanding prep
school,” the wartime military. World
war II veterans attended college and
other forms of training in droves, some
7.8 million strong under the GI bill.

Disciplined by duty and enlightened
by experience, World War II veterans
changed America’s higher education
dramatically because they did some-
thing that was very unusual in an
agrarian-based economy: they went to
school year around. James Conant,
former president of Harvard, noted
that former GIs are the best students
Harvard has ever had.

Veterans took our economy to new
heights of prosperity. In fact, econo-
mists credit the veterans themselves
with repaying the $14.5 billion cost of
the World War II GI bill. By 1960, they
paid it off through the additional taxes
on their increased earning power as
doctors, teachers, engineers, entre-
preneurs, civil servants and leaders of
business, industry and labor.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is about
their inspiring story. I urge my col-
leagues to support House Joint Resolu-
tion 91.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EVANS), the ranking member of
the committee.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution, and I want
to thank the chairman of the full com-
mittee for bringing it to the floor
today, and I want to thank the chair-
man of our subcommittee and the
Democratic side for their hard work in
bringing this together and this impor-
tant resolution that I hope this House
will pay close attention to.

Mr. Speaker, the Servicemen’s Ad-
justment Act of 1944, or as most people
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call it, the act of the GI Bill of Rights,
was signed into law by President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt nearly 60
years ago on June 22, 1944. The Nation
was fighting World War II in the Pa-
cific and the European theaters, and
the civilian population came together
like no other time in our history to
support the war effort on the home
front. It truly was the Greatest Gen-
eration of our veterans.

This joint resolution is a timely trib-
ute to one of the most important legis-
lative measures passed into law, and
the men and women who returned
home to build and strengthen our econ-
omy and our society. The GI Bill of
Rights sets the standard for how all
other comparable legislation should be
measured.

Because of it, millions of young sol-
diers returning from the war went to
college, an opportunity unimaginable
to many before. In fact, just from the
chairman’s home State, Peter Rodino
attended an institution as a result of
the GI bill. Richard Nixon, John Ken-
nedy, I guess John Kennedy did not
need as much help with the resources
that he had, but it has helped dozens of
other people. So that the majority of
the Congress in the year 1946 was com-
prised of World War II veterans, and I
just think it shows us how good it is.

I stand before my colleagues as one
recipient who used my GI bill benefits
for education and for housing opportu-
nities. So I am very thankful, and I
think the Nation should be proud of
itself for doing something so right at
that important time.

Mr. Speaker, I stand before my col-
leagues, like so many other veterans,
as a beneficiary. That is why I support
this joint resolution, and I urge my
colleagues to support this measure to
commemorate the 60th anniversary of
the GI Bill of Rights, and I want to
thank Sonny Montgomery for making
sure that we had this review and he
with us today, if not in his presence, in
our prayers and thoughts.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SIMMONS), the distin-
guished chairman of our Subcommittee
on Health.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, for extending
to me time; and I rise in support of
House Joint Resolution 91, which sup-
ports the recognition of the 60th anni-
versary of the Servicemen’s Readjust-
ment Act of 1944, more popularly
known as the GI bill, which trans-
formed our country immediately after
World War ITI and brought the Amer-
ican dream to life.

It is my understanding that during
an emergency meeting of the American
Legion leadership in 1943, Harry
Colmery, a former national com-
mander, crafted the initial draft of the
GI bill on hotel stationery at the
Mayflower Renaissance Hotel. Presi-
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dent Franklin Roosevelt signed the GI
bill on June 22, 1944.

The bill put the dream of a college
education within grasp of all of the
veterans who came back from World
War II who had served 90 days or more,
and they qualified for up to $500 per
term for vocational school or for col-
lege.

In my home State of Connecticut, at
the University of Connecticut, over
8,000 students enrolled during the pe-
riod 1946 to 1947, four times the number
registered in the period shortly pre-
ceding the war.

When we think, Mr. Speaker, of the
GI bill, we should not just think of the
Greatest Generation. We should think
of the many tens of thousands of vet-
erans who since that time have taken
advantage of the GI bill; veterans, like
myself, returning from service in Viet-
nam and seeking additional education
and then also my wife and I coming
here to Washington, D.C., in the early
1970s and looking for a house to buy
and appealing to the GI bill to assist us
so that not only the dream of an edu-
cation and the dream of a better job
but the dream of homeownership came
home to us because of the GI bill.

It makes me proud, Mr. Speaker, to
be a life member of the American Le-
gion, knowing that it was the Amer-
ican Legion that initiated this incred-
ible transforming program for Amer-
ica’s veterans.

I am excited to join my colleagues
from the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs here today to celebrate the 60th
anniversary of this wonderful piece of
legislation, and I thank my colleague,
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
MICHAUD), specifically for introducing
this resolution.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
MIiICHAUD) for his leadership on this and
join with my colleagues in calling for
this resolution, which commemorates
the 60th anniversary of the GI Bill of
Rights.

As the speakers before said, this is a
perfect example of responsible and pro-
gressive government, and it was truly
an economic stimulus package of far-
reaching impact. Many authorities in-
dicate that passage of this GI Bill of
Rights paid for itself many times over
and largely contributed to the post-
World War II economic recovery.

Millions of veterans were helped in
their transition from soldier to citizen
through unemployment compensation,
education benefits, and down payment
on houses.

The chairman of the committee re-
ferred to the creation of the modern
middle class. I can well remember after
my father volunteered in World War II,
the working-class family that I was a
part of had to move in with relatives
and was renting a very small apart-
ment.
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After he came home, I remember 55
years later the incredible feeling of
being able to move into our own home
for the first time in our lives. With a
few thousand dollars down payment,
and with the new homes that were con-
structed by Levitt in New York, the
American dream was made possible for
working-class families, such as my
own, with the help of the GI Bill of
Rights. I will tell you that having a
sense of your own home was incredibly
beneficial to my own family.

So it is appropriate as we approach
the 60th anniversary of the bill’s enact-
ment that we look back and celebrate
the accomplishments of the greatest
generation. I would hope also that as
we think about this GI bill, we look
forward as well. We must honor the
sacrifices of the men and women who
make up the greatest generation, I
think, by investing in the current gen-
eration of servicemen and women and
provide them the necessary resources
so they can succeed and continue the
legacy of this greatest generation.

There are a lot of ways to do that.
The chairman of the committee, the
ranking member of the committee,
have bills, for example, to make man-
datory the funding of our health care
system rather than rely on the appro-
priations process each year, where we
fall behind, further and further, on the
adequate health treatment of our vet-
erans. We must get this on to a manda-
tory funding kind of scheme so we can
give our veterans the health care they
deserve.

The education provided for in the GI
bill that we are celebrating today must
be improved upon. We have tried to
take steps forward, but right now it
pays only $985 a month to veterans who
are attending college. And that does
not go too far. There is legislation,
such as H.R. 1713, the Montgomery GI
Bill Improvements Act, that returns
the GI bill to its original intent that
we are celebrating today by providing
full tuition to a public institution of
higher learning, and books, fees, and a
living stipend for veterans who are stu-
dents.

Interestingly enough, did my col-
leagues know there is one group in
World War II who were denied their
rights under this GI bill that we are
celebrating today? The Merchant Ma-
rines. The Merchant Mariners of World
War II did not come under this bill we
are celebrating. They suffered the high-
est casualty rate of any of the branches
of service, and we might say have be-
come the forgotten service. No legisla-
tion was passed by this Congress to ad-
dress their needs until 1988, when they
too were granted a watered-down
version of the GI Bill of Rights.

I have legislation, H.R. 3721, it is
called The Belated Thank You to the
Merchant Mariners of World War II,
which will grant them compensation to
partially, because we can never really
make up for it, the 40 years they went
without benefits that we are cele-
brating today, benefits that could have
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provided them, too, with an education
and a home loan and a small business
loan.

Other steps that we can take. We
have a discharge petition number 8 sit-
ting beside me that would help widows
of veterans to achieve some measure of
dignity in their old age. Those widows
of servicemen and servicewomen who
paid years into the Survivors Benefit
Program will only get 35 percent of the
retirement pension when they reach
age 62. This is not sufficient for people
to live on. This is not a sufficient
thank-you for those who have been
part of a family that have contributed
to our Armed Forces and to our Na-
tion’s security.

So let us think as we celebrate the
60th anniversary of the GI Bill of
Rights and celebrate that wonderful
act, let us rededicate ourselves to the
task that we have today. Let us honor
past veterans by +truly honoring
present and future veterans in the best
way possible by living up to the prom-
ises made by a grateful Nation.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. RODRIGUEZ).

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my good friend and the chair-
man, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SMITH), and my colleague on the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD),
for his great leadership as the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Bene-
fits.

Mr. Speaker, 60 years ago this June,
President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed
into law one of the most extensive vet-
erans packages to date: the Service-
men’s Readjustment Act of 1944, com-
monly known as the GI Bill of Rights.

While our troops were fighting in
World War II, the Department of Labor
estimated that after the war 15 million
men and women who had been serving
in the Armed Services would be unem-
ployed. To reduce the possibility of
postwar depression, a series of pro-
grams for educating and training
American troops were designed and
recommended to Congress by the
American Legion.

Although some felt that the GI bill
was too expensive and would lower
standards in education, the Congress
quickly passed the measure. Now the
GI Bill of Rights is credited with con-
tributing to the strong recovery of the
United States post-World War II econ-
omy, and is recognized as one of the
most successful domestic programs in
the United States.

The GI bill put higher education
within the reach of millions of World
War II veterans. Starved for students
during World War II, college campuses
were suddenly overcrowded. The per-
centage of college-aged men and
women grew. Students who had pre-
viously been told they were not college
material were able to rise to the aca-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

demic challenge. And most important,
the GI bill accelerated the number of
college-educated Americans.

In the last 60 years, more than 21
million veterans have been able to take
advantage of the benefit included in
the GI Bill of Rights. Another impor-
tant provision of the GI bill was the
billions of dollars provided to veterans
to purchase homes and to start small
businesses. These loans allowed the
majority of Americans to transform
from renters to homeowners, and the
backbone of our economy, America’s
small businesses, prospered.

The GI Bill of Rights has been
amended several times through the
years, but the goal has remained the
same, providing our veterans with a va-
riety of benefits. And for this we thank
those who allowed and who had the vi-
sion to pass forth this particular piece
of legislation. And we thank our vet-
erans for their service.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and, in closing, I do want to thank the
good gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), the chair of the committee, as
well as the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), and
the chair of the Subcommittee on Ben-
efits, the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. BROWN), for all the hard work
that they do dealing with veterans’
issues, as well as staff on both sides of
the aisle. They work very well to-
gether. I do want to thank staff on
both sides of the aisle for their hard
work in making sure we do what is
right for the veterans here in this
country.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, if I could finally thank
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
MICHAUD) for his sponsorship of this
resolution. It is very timely and ex-
tremely appropriate. I thank him for
his work on the subcommittee and, of
course, thank the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. EVANS), our ranking member,
for all of his cooperation. We do things
in partnership, and it is greatly appre-
ciated, and I think the veterans benefit
from that kind of bipartisanship.

The gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. SIMMONS) made the point, and I
think it was very well taken, about the
great role the American Legion played
in drafting this legislation. At the
time, there was talk of maybe giving a
$500 bonus to the returning GIs. Then
out of the blue, pretty much, Harry
Colmery, who was the American Le-
gion National Commander in 1936, a
World War I veteran, crafted, as the
subcommittee chairman pointed out,
on Mayflower stationery this fine con-
cept and practically wrote the GI bill
at the Mayflower Hotel. It was quickly
grasped by Members of Congress and
the President as an extraordinarily
good idea, and it really did create the
modern-day middle class.
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One of the things I do when I wear
my international affairs hat, as chair-
man of the Commission on Security
and Cooperation in Europe, is to
strongly encourage the Eastern Euro-
pean countries, the Russians and oth-
ers, that if you want a stable middle
class, this landmark legislation crafted
by the American Legion, and certainly
pushed through to completion by the
Congress at the end of the world war, is
the way to go. It is historic and truly
landmark legislation that has profound
positive implications and con-
sequences.

I think recognizing it the way we are
today is very proper and fitting, and
again I want to thank the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) for that.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAYES). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the joint reso-
lution, H.J. Res. 91.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

RECOGNIZING THE VETERANS WHO
SERVED DURING WORLD WAR II,
THE AMERICANS WHO  SUP-
PORTED THE WAR, AND CELE-
BRATING THE COMPLETION OF
THE NATIONAL WORLD WAR II
MEMORIAL

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 409), recognizing with
humble gratitude the more than
16,000,000 veterans who served in the
United States Armed Forces during
World War II and the Americans who
supported the war effort on the home
front and celebrating the completion of
the National World War II Memorial on
the National Mall in the District of Co-
lumbia.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 409

Whereas the National World War II Memo-
rial on the National Mall in the District of
Columbia will be the first national memorial
to both recognize the courage, bravery, and
unselfish dedication of the members of the
United States Armed Forces who served in
World War II and those who served on the
home front and acknowledge the commit-
ment and achievement of the entire Amer-
ican people in that conflict;

Whereas World War II veteran Roger Dur-
bin of Berkey, Ohio, first proposed the con-
struction of a National World War II memo-
rial, and Congresswoman Marcy Kaptur of
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Ohio introduced legislation to establish the
memorial in the District of Columbia to
honor members of the Armed Forces who
served in World War II and to commemorate
the participation of the United States in
that war;

Whereas, in Public Law 103-32 (107 Stat. 90;
40 U.S.C. 8903 note), approved May 25, 1993,
Congress authorized the American Battle
Monuments Commission, an independent
Federal agency, to design and construct the
memorial;

Whereas the location selected as the site
for the memorial, the Rainbow Pool site on
the National Mall at the east end of the Re-
flecting Pool between the Lincoln Memorial
and the Washington Monument, was dedi-
cated on November 11, 1995;

Whereas, in an open competition, the
American Battle Monuments Commission se-
lected Friedrich St. Florian as the design ar-
chitect for the memorial, and his final archi-
tectural design was approved by the Commis-
sion of Fine Arts, the National Capital Plan-
ning Commission, and the Secretary of Inte-
rior;

Whereas the late Representative Bob
Stump of Arizona, who served as Chairman
of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and
the Committee on Armed Services of the
House of Representatives, sponsored several
measures to expedite the funding and con-
struction of the memorial, which were en-
acted as sections 601, 602, and 603 of Public
Law 106-117 and Public Law 107-11;

Whereas after eight years of planning, six
years of public deliberation, and four years
of fund raising, construction began on the
memorial in September 2001;

Whereas the memorial would not have been
possible without the efforts and dedication of
National Chairman Senator Robert J. Dole
and National Co-Chairman Frederick W.
Smith, who were instrumental in raising
over $194,000,000 for the construction of the
memorial;

Whereas these generous contributions
came from hundreds of thousands of indi-
vidual Americans, as well as corporations,
foundations, veterans groups, fraternal and
professional organizations, States, commu-
nities, and schools;

Whereas actor Tom Hanks, the Advertising
Council, and the History Channel played a
key role in increasing public awareness of
the heroic achievements of American World
War II veterans and the war effort and in
raising support for the memorial;

Whereas President George W. Bush will
formally dedicate the memorial on May 29,
2004;

Whereas the memorial will be a monument
to the selfless sacrifice and undaunted cour-
age of the members of the United States
Armed Forces who served in World War II
and a place of remembrance to honor the
more than 400,000 American servicemen and
servicewomen who died in that conflict de-
fending the United States; and

Whereas the memorial will be a source of
inspiration for current and future genera-
tions of Americans, giving visitors to the
memorial a new appreciation for the accom-
plishments of America’s World War II gen-
eration, which united in the quest to free the
world from tyranny: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress recognizes
with humble gratitude the more than
16,000,000 veterans who served in the United
States Armed Forces during World War II
and the Americans who supported the war ef-
fort on the home front and celebrates the
completion of the National World War II Me-
morial on the National Mall in the District
of Columbia.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. MORAN), the prime sponsor of the
resolution.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the chairman very much for
yielding me this time and for his lead-
ership not only on this issue today, the
previous one, but all the many things
he does on behalf of our country’s vet-
erans. I am delighted to join him as a
member of his committee here today
on a resolution that I introduced, H.
Con. Res. 409, which recognizes the men
and women who served during World
War II, those who died defending our
freedom, and the millions of Americans
who supported the effort on the home
front.

This resolution also celebrates the
completion of the National World War
II Memorial here in our Nation’s Cap-
ital, on the Mall between the Wash-
ington Monument and the Lincoln Me-
morial, which will be dedicated on May
29. Veterans who served in World War
II and their families have made a tre-
mendous sacrifice for this country, and
I am proud to be involved in honoring
those men and women with this memo-
rial.

I am also proud to be from a State
that has been home to many prominent
members of our military, including the
gentleman just described in the pre-
vious bill, Mr. Colmery, who was a
Kansan, and who wrote out the GI Bill
of Rights on a napkin here in Wash-
ington, D.C. But also two that come to
mind today, General Dwight D. Eisen-
hower, from Abilene, Kansas, and Sen-
ator Robert J. Dole of Russell, Kansas.

General Eisenhower rose quickly
through the ranks of the military, and
during World War II he achieved the
rank of a five-star general. He served
as the Commander of Allied Forces in
our landing in North Africa in Novem-
ber of 1942, and on D-Day he served as
Supreme Allied Commander of our
troops that began the battle for Eu-
rope. General Eisenhower’s dedication
and sacrifice made a significant dif-
ference and brought about the free-
doms that we enjoy today as Ameri-
cans.

A soldier from Russell, Kansas, Sec-
ond Lieutenant Bob Dole, also fought
for freedom and served under General
Eisenhower’s command. Second Lieu-
tenant Dole served in World War II in
the Allied liberation of Northern Italy
and was twice wounded and decorated
for heroic achievements.

Both General Eisenhower and Sen-
ator DOLE achieved greatness on the
battlefield and in public service. Sen-
ator DOLE is recognized in this resolu-
tion for his contribution in making the
National World War II Memorial pos-
sible. Through his fundraising efforts
as the national chairman, Senator
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DOLE played a crucial role in raising
more than $195 million in private
money pledges to construct this memo-
rial.

All in all, Kansas is proud to be home
of approximately 40,000 World War II
veterans, and I am honored to be here
today to pay tribute to them and to
recognize the contribution they made
for me and my family and for all those
Americans who fought for our great
country.
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I am honored to be serving in Con-
gress with a number of World War II
veterans, my colleagues, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER),
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL), the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL), the gentleman from New York
(Mr. HOUGHTON), the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), and the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), a group of
men who fought the battles of World
War II who now serve with distinction
in the United States Congress. I would
also like to acknowledge the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR), who
with her foresight and commitment
over many years brought about the leg-
islation that establishes this memorial
honoring our World War II veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I put my tennis shoes
on today and walked to the World War
II Memorial this afternoon. It is a tre-
mendous tribute to our Nation’s vet-
erans. If it has the impact it had upon
me this afternoon, it will be a fitting
memorial to those who served our
country so well.

In fact, my father, another Kansan,
an 89-year-old former staff sergeant
from World War II, received a call from
his son today, something I have never
said before to my dad, Dad, I love you,
I am proud of you, I thank you for your
service to our country, you are to be
honored as a World War II veteran at
this memorial, and it means a lot to
me and my family to know you and
others, all who served like you, have
made a difference so important to all
the rest of us.

So I am proud to sponsor H. Con. Res.
409, and I thank the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs and the Committee on
Resources for their support of this res-
olution, and I ask my colleagues and
all fellow Americans to join me in rec-
ognizing the contributions and sac-
rifices of our Nation’s veterans, the
contributions they have made to pro-
tect this Nation and defend our way of
life, and acknowledge all those who
made the World War II memorial pos-
sible.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H. Con. Res. 409. This important res-
olution recognizes the service and sac-
rifice of our World War II veterans, the
domestic contributions of Americans in
support of the allied victory, and cele-
brates the completion of the National
World War II Memorial located on the
National Mall here in Washington, D.C.
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I thank the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. MORAN) for his work on this reso-
lution, as well as all of my colleagues
who assisted in its drafting. I espe-
cially thank the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for all of her work
and perseverance to ensure the estab-
lishment of the National World War II
Memorial and for her hard work on be-
half of the many veterans in the great
State of Ohio.

Most importantly, I thank and ex-
press my gratitude to all of the World
War II veterans. Without their efforts
and sacrifice, this world would be a
quite different place. This resolution is
indeed important and appropriate as
we prepare to dedicated the National
World War II Memorial. Not only does
it recognize the heroic veterans of
World War II, but it also commends the
individual and collective contributions
that American citizens have made on
the homefront in support of the Na-
tion’s war effort. This memorial that
we will soon dedicate and celebrate
will stand before us as a reminder of
the great sacrifices and the great tri-
umphs of the Greatest Generation.

I am proud and humble to represent
the 17th Congressional District of the
State of Ohio where many veterans of
World War II reside. This resolution is
for them and all of those who have
fought to protect this great country,
and I thank them.

Mr. Speaker, I support this measure,
and I urge all Members to do the same.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I first thank the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) for
sponsoring this important resolution
and for his touching remarks and great
work on behalf of the Nation’s vet-
erans. It is appreciated by this chair-
man and many others.

I also want to say I rise in strong
support of this resolution which cele-
brates the completion of the National
World War IT Memorial on the National
Mall here in Washington. More than 16
million Americans served in the armed
forces, including my own father who
saw horrific action in New Guinea, and
he ended up in the Philippines at the
end of the war. Very, very rarely would
he even talk about it unless my broth-
ers and I really prodded him for details.
He finally wrote a lot of it out, which
makes for some very disturbing but im-
portant reading for any son or daugh-
ter who had a father who fought in
World War II.

This great memorial will crown that
achievement because certainly all of
our fathers and mothers who partici-
pated in the war effort, whether here at
home or abroad or in any way who were
a part of that great effort, know that
without them we would have been, un-
fortunately, perhaps saluting the Nazi
salute or been part of Imperial Japan;
and we know the terrible things that
they did during World War II.

This is a fitting tribute I think to the
peacemakers, the men and women who
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answered the call and did so so gal-
lantly. More than 400,000 of our GIs lost
their lives in World War II. As I said,
virtually every American rose to the
challenge, and that is why they are the
Greatest Generation, as said Tom
Brokaw.

This is the first national memorial
built to honor all of the dedicated
Americans who served during World
War II. It stands as a monument to the
spirit, sacrifice, and commitment of
the American people to the defense of
the Nation and really the defense of
the world, because without interven-
tion of the United States and the great
leadership of Presidents Roosevelt and
then Truman, the world would have
been lost to tyranny.

Someone said freedom is not free,
and nothing could have been more ap-
propriately said by that generation in
standing up against tyranny.

This resolution recognizes the leader-
ship of Bob Stump, who as chairman of
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
and the Committee on Armed Services,
authored legislation to expedite the
funding and construction of the memo-
rial. Bob’s family must certainly be
proud of his role in expediting this me-
morial and his own valiant service dur-
ing World War II.

It also recognizes the good work of
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAP-
TUR) in helping to bring this memorial
about. In 1993, we all know Congress
passed legislation that authorized the
American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion, an independent Federal agency,
to design and to construct a memorial.
After years of planning, public delib-
eration and fundraising, construction
began in September of 2001. Funded pri-
marily with extensive private contribu-
tions, the memorial is located within
tennis-shoe distance, according to the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN),
at the east end of the Reflecting Pool
between the Lincoln Memorial and the
Washington Monument. This promi-
nent location is commensurate with
the historical importance and lasting
significance of World War II to Amer-
ica and to the world.

On May 29, nearly 59 years after the
end of World War II, President Bush
will dedicate this fitting memorial, and
this ceremony may well be the last
large gathering of World War II vet-
erans, and it will be very well attended,
I am sure.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) for spon-
soring this timely resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) for his
leadership and for the gentleman’s
work on the previous resolution on
Vietnam human rights today, and also
those people who fought in the past for
our freedoms that we have today.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the

gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RODRIGUEZ).
Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
RYAN) for yielding me this time on this
important resolution, and I thank the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN)
for deciding to do this, because it is ex-
tremely important.

Mr. Speaker, for over 50 years Amer-
ica’s Greatest Generation has been
waiting for a memorial to call their
own. Although we have many great
monuments in our Nation’s capital, we
lacked a tribute to one of our country’s
most defining moments. It is with
great honor that I stand before this
body today to pay tribute to the more
than 60 million veterans who served in
the United States Armed Forces during
World War II. Among them was my fa-
ther-in-law, Daniel Pena, and many
more, relatives and uncles and cousins.
I also pay tribute to those Americans
who supported the war effort in the
home front.

After 8 years of planning, 6 years of
public discussion, 4 years of fund-rais-
ing and 3 years of construction, we can
finally say America’s Greatest Genera-
tion has won their final battle to have
a national monument commemorating
their many sacrifices.

It is estimated that our country suf-
fers the loss of more than 1,000 World
War II veterans each day. Many of
these veterans were new soldiers with
very little fighting experience. Many of
them were teenagers. All of them were
heroes. During this time, Americans
were willing to set aside their dif-
ferences in order to defeat tyranny.
The building of this national monu-
ment is another way for us to show
America’s Greatest Generation that
their sacrifice was not done in vain.

During Memorial Day weekend, the
largest gathering of World War II vet-
erans since 1954 is expected to visit our
Nation’s capital for the official dedica-
tion of the World War II Memorial.
Similarly, veterans throughout the
country will gather at their local
VFWs and American Legion halls to
pay respect to the local World War II
veterans. As these gatherings occur, it
is my hope that Congress continues to
support all veterans by providing them
with adequate health care and services.
It is the least we can do for the Great-
est Generation before us.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. EVANS), and a personal
friend of mine.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, although
no resolution or parade will ever be
able to express our appreciation
enough to our World War II veterans,
this resolution is indeed an honorable
effort.

Mr. Speaker, the World War II era
was a decisive time for our Nation and
the world. Sixteen million American
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men and women served in uniform, and
many more came together at home to
support the war effort. The men and
women of the Greatest Generation,
along with our allies around the world,
stood up and turned back fascist tyr-
anny and extremism in Japan.

The World War II memorial soon to
be dedicated on the National Mall in
Washington, D.C. will be the culmina-
tion of many efforts. Its dedication will
provide us an opportunity to revisit
the history and sacrifices that our
World War II veterans made, the civil-
ian home-front efforts, celebrate the
American spirit and high ideals. I sup-
port this resolution and urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL).

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to support H. Con. Res. 409, a resolu-
tion in recognition of the veterans of
World War IT and celebrate the comple-
tion of the National World War II Me-
morial.

As one of the 12 Members of Congress
who is a veteran of World War II, I am
proud and pleased that our Nation will
be dedicating this World War II memo-
rial on May 29. The memorial is a beau-
tiful and solemn tribute to the 16 mil-
lion men and women who served, the
400,000 Americans who died, and the
millions who supported the war effort
at home.

Ours has been called the Greatest
Generation, but in reality our parents
were the great ones because they sur-
vived two wars and a depression, and
understood the importance of work and
sacrifice. They instilled in the World
War II generation a sense of duty that
mobilized our country into action and
ultimate victory.

While we are engaged in wars over-
seas, it is fitting I think to pause and
remember the selfless sacrifice and the
courage of the members of the United
States armed services. Like the men
and women currently serving, soldiers’
valiant efforts in World War II helped
secure the freedoms we enjoy today
and secured America’s leadership
throughout the world.

This will be a monument not only for
the World War II generation, but also
for our children and our grandchildren.
I am hopeful that Americans will visit
this site for years to come and take
time to honor those throughout the
ages who answered the call to duty.
They did not seek war, but rather
yearned for peace and for liberty.

0 1745

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) who initiated
this whole process.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Ohio very much
for yielding time and am pleased to
join with him, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MORAN) and all the other
Members of this body who have spon-
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sored this wonderful resolution to offi-
cially now recognize the contributions
of the American people to the victory
of liberty over tyranny in World War
II.

Of course, there will be major Memo-
rial Day celebrations in our country on
May 29, indeed the entire week prior,
and during that weekend to especially
commemorate this Memorial’s dedica-
tion. I come to the floor this evening to
pay honor and tribute to the 16 million
Americans who literally bequeathed
freedom to us, as well as to all those
who served on the home front. If you
go down to the memorial today, which
has taken 17 years to complete, it is
really very poignant to talk to family
members who are strolling through the
plaza. I met a family last week, a son
pushing his father, a World War II vet-
eran, in a wheelchair. All the memories
and all of the history come rushing at
us. This idea began in 1987 in a place
called Jerusalem Township, in the
Trustees hall, at the Annual Lucas
Township Trustees’ fish fry when a
wonderful veteran by the name of
Roger Durbin approached me. Actually,
he shouted at me across the room and
said, ‘‘Congresswoman Kaptur, Why is
there no World War II memorial in
Washington, D.C. where I can bring my
grandchildren so they understand the
reasons that we fought and how the
world was changed? From that moment
until May 29, now nearly two decades
later, every effort was put forward to
properly represent the enormous con-
tribution of the 20th century in be-
queathing freedom to the next genera-
tion.

This memorial will sit between the
Washington Monument, representing
the founding of our Republic in the
18th century, and the Lincoln Memo-
rial, representing the preservation of
the Union in the 19th. This sits be-
tween them is a beautiful, reflective,
peaceful expression, including water-
falls and 4,000 stars, each representing
100 of those who lost their lives for us
and for the cause of freedom. As the
tourists have begun coming through,
now they tell me at the rate of 5,000 per
day, it will be one of the most visited
memorials. It is also the most impor-
tant memorial in our nation’s Capital
representing the 20th century’s most
profound achievement. It is located
where it belongs, right there on our
Mall of Democracy.

And so we prepare for these great pa-
triotic celebrations. Our deepest regret
as we celebrate this moment is that so
many of those who fought and those
who served on the homefront will not
be there with us. I also know that
every single veteran or their family
members who will come here on May 29
will first think not of themselves but
of their comrades and their family
members and their friends who are not
here, and who will not be able to be
here.

I just want the American people to
know that as we pass this resolution
today, I want to acknowledge the pres-
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ence in our Chamber today of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) and
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), both involved in the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs from the
very beginning of our service here. I
want to acknowledge Congressman
Sonny Montgomery and Congressman
Bob Stump. Bob has passed. Sonny I
know will be with us. Both were key
chairs of the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs when we passed the two key
parts of legislation that made this me-
morial possible. It took 10 Congresses
to get this job done, two decades to get
this job done right. Other members
who helped in their capacities as com-
mittee chairs were Bill Clay of Mis-
souri who is retired, Henry Gonzalez of
Texas who has passed, and Esteban
Torres of California, who assisted us on
the bill related to the coinage, that is,
the minting of three coins that raised
the initial $7 million to help us begin
the architectural and engineering stud-
ies. Speaker Jim Wright and Congress-
man Jack Brooks, both war veterans
themselves when we first introduced
this legislation back during the 1980s.
And in the other body Senators John
Glenn, now retired, and Senator Strom
Thurmond who has passed, and of
course Senators Bob Dole and JOHN
WARNER.

All of these individuals were a part of
those early years. Let me mention also
Congressman John Grotberg of Illinois,
who preceded the current Speaker in
this institution, and was so important
in helping us bridge the partisan line
here to expedite these bills’ passage. To
his wife and to his family, I wish to as-
sure that he is mentioned respectfully
in our proceedings here today.

I also wanted to mention to all vet-
erans who may be listening, and to
their families, that as part of this me-
morial, in fact right adjacent to it,
there is going to be in perpetuity, run
by our Department of Interior, a vet-
erans’ legacy section where you can
place the name of your loved one,
whether they served in battle or here
on the home front. So families can
take that information and help record
for history of what their loved one did
doing World War II. When you enter
the site, there is a facility being oper-
ated by the Department of Interior
with three computer terminals now
where families of our country can tell
the whole story of America’s participa-
tion.

This has taken a long time. But we
look forward to the moment on May 29
when this entire Nation will say ‘‘Our
thank you to the most unselfish gen-
eration in American history ... a
grateful Nation remembers.”’

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. EVANS).

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to recognize the gentlewoman
from Ohio for her work on this legisla-
tion. It was 20 years ago. We were both
freshmen. She has stuck with this issue
and pounded away. I am so proud of her



May 11, 2004

and what she represents. It really tells
me what kind of job she is doing as a
Congresswoman. I thank the gentle-
woman. Just so all the veterans in our
country know that she made it happen
more than anybody else.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. EVANS. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, let me
just say that the gentleman from Illi-
nois is a combat veteran. I am not. I
have many in my family who have
been, including those who served in
World War II. I have the highest re-
spect for the gentleman from Illinois.
If anyone represents perseverance and
honesty and integrity in this institu-
tion, it is he. It is my privilege to serve
with him.

Mr. EVANS. I thank the gentle-
woman.
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute. I
would like to thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. POMBO) chairman
of the Committee on Resources, which
also has jurisdiction, for allowing this
resolution to be considered on the floor
in such a timely fashion.

I include the following letter from
the Committee on Resources as part of
the RECORD.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2004.
Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’
Cannon House Office Building,
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I understand that the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs wishes to
schedule for rapid Floor consideration H.
Con. Res. 409, recognizing with humble grati-
tude the more than 16,000,000 veterans who
served in the United States Armed Forces
during World War II and the Americans who
supported the war effort on the home front
and celebrating the completion of the Na-
tional World War II Memorial on the Na-
tional Mall in the District of Columbia. This
bill was referred primarily to your com-
mittee and additionally to the Committee on
Resources.

I have reviewed the legislation and have no
objection to its consideration. In fact, I have
asked the author to add me as a cosponsor
before the bill is voted on by the House of
Representatives. Therefore, I have no objec-
tion to the Committee on Resources being
discharged from further consideration of the
bill. Of course, this action should not be con-
strued as waiving the Committee on Re-
sources’ jurisdiction over the bill or as prece-
dent for other bills. In addition, if a con-
ference on H. Con. Res. 409 should become
necessary, I ask that you support my request
to have the Committee on Resources be rep-
resented on the conference. Finally, because
no bill report will be prepared on the legisla-
tion, I ask that you include this letter and
any reply in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H. Con. Res. 409.

I congratulate you and Mr. Moran for pro-
ducing a timely and thoughtful bill and I
look forward to working with you again on
other matters of mutual interest.

Sincerely,

Affairs,
Wash-

RICHARD W. POMBO,
Chairman.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 30 seconds just to say that
as a Member of this body who arrived
here at 29 years old, a member of the
generation or two to follow the great-
est generation, I would just like to
thank all of the veterans who gave us
this great system that we have, where
young men and young women from all
over this country can run for office and
get voted on by their community to
come down here and represent their
views. We have a tremendous system
here that was achieved by great sac-
rifice from those who came before us.
Again, I thank everyone who has
brought forth this particular resolu-
tion and the World War II Memorial
that we will be celebrating here in the
next few weeks.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H. Con. Res. 409, which recognizes the 16
million Americans who served in the Armed
Forces during World War Il and the millions
more who supported them at home. As the
dedication of the National World War Il Memo-
rial and the 60th anniversary of D—Day ap-
proach, our country will rightfully be thinking of
those Americans who bravely gave or risked
their lives to a great cause.

| remain in awe of this generation, of men
who accepted the call to travel around the
world to spend years fighting in the Asian and
Pacific theaters, and of women who kept the
country running by assuming jobs in factories,
growing victory gardens, and serving overseas
in the Women’s Army Auxiliary Corps and
other capacities.

It has been my good fortune to spend some
time with veterans and their families in my
home district of western Wisconsin, and | al-
ways enjoy hearing their stories of wartime. In
fact, it was the experience of listening to my
uncle, a World War Il veteran, that inspired
me to introduce legislation creating the Vet-
erans Oral History Project. Almost 4 years
after becoming public law, the Veterans His-
tory Project at the Library of Congress has
collected 16,000 stories and is working at a fe-
verish pace to collect more everyday. This liv-
ing legacy is testament to the millions of
Americans who sacrificed so much during
World War II.

Now, almost 60 years after the end of the
war, a monument has at last been built in our
Nation’s Capital that pays tribute to the gen-
eration that fought and won World War Il. The
monument, set in the middle of the National
Mall between the Lincoln Memorial and Wash-
ington Monument, will remind all visitors to the
city that World War Il was the defining event
of the 20th century and the seminal point for
what is often and aptly called “the Greatest
Generation.”

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, H.
Con. Res. 409 resolves that Congress recog-
nizes with humble gratitude the more than 16
million veterans who served in the United
States Armed Forces during World War Il and
the Americans who supported the war effort
on the home front and celebrates the comple-
tion of the National World War Il Memorial on
the National Mall in the District of Columbia.

The National World War 1l Memorial on the
National Mall in the District of Columbia will be
the first national memorial to both recognize
the courage, bravery, and unselfish dedication
of the members of the United States Armed
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Forces who served in World War Il and those
who served on the home front and acknowl-
edge the commitment and achievement of the
entire American people in that conflict. Many
of my family and friends that served in World
War Il suggested to me some kind of a Na-
tional World War Il memorial. | join with my
friend Congresswoman MARCY KAPTUR of
Ohio who introduced legislation to establish
the memorial in the District of Columbia to
honor members of the Armed Forces who
served in World War Il and to commemorate
the participation of the United States in that
war.

Congress authorized the American Battle
Monuments Commission to design and con-
struct the memorial. The location selected as
the site for the memorial, the Rainbow Pool
site on the National Mall at the east end of the
Reflecting Pool between the Lincoln Memorial
and the Washington Monument, was dedi-
cated on November 11, 1995. In an open
competition, the American Battle Monuments
Commission selected Friedrich St. Florian as
the design architect for the memorial, and his
final architectural design was approved by the
Commission of Fine Arts, the National Capital
Planning Commission, and the Secretary of
the Interior.

The late Representative Bob Stump of Ari-
zona, who served as Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs and the Committee
on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives, sponsored several measures to
expedite the funding and construction of the
memorial, which were enacted. After 8 years
of planning, 6 years of public deliberation, and
4 years of fund raising, construction began on
the memorial in September 2001.

The memorial would not have been possible
without the efforts and dedication of National
Chairman Senator Robert J. Dole and National
Co-Chairman Frederick W. Smith, who were
instrumental in raising over $194,000,000 for
the construction of the memorial. These gen-
erous contributions came from hundreds of
thousands of individual Americans, as well as
corporations, foundations, veterans groups,
fraternal and professional organizations,
States, communities, and schools. Actor Tom
Hanks, the Advertising Council, and the His-
tory Channel played a key role in increasing
public awareness of the heroic achievements
of American World War Il veterans and the
war effort and in raising support for the memo-
rial. President George W. Bush will formally
dedicate the memorial on May 29, 2004.

The memorial will be a monument to the
selfless sacrifice and undaunted courage of
the members of the United States Armed
Forces who served in World War Il as well as
a tribute to their families and most Americans
that joined in the war effort. It is a place of re-
membrance to honor the more than 400,000
American servicemen and servicewomen who
died in that conflict defending the United
States. The memorial will be a source of inspi-
ration for current and future generations of
Americans, giving visitors to the memorial a
new appreciation for the accomplishments of
America’s World War |l generation, which
united in the quest to free the world from tyr-
anny.

It is with great respect that | strongly sup-
port this resolution.

SMITH ANNOUNCES VETERANS HISTORY
PROJECT

WASHINGTON, DC.—Congressman Nick

Smith announced a special initiative today,
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encouraging citizens to participate in the
Veterans History Project, which is an effort
by Congress and the Library of Congress to
collect audio- and video-taped interviews of
veterans, or civilians who served in support
of the war effort, along with other first-hand
materials such as photographs, diaries, and
letters.

““As we approach Memorial Day, I would
like to invite all of my constituents to get
involved in the Veterans History Project,”
Smith said. ‘I encourage families, friends,
historians, teachers, senior care workers,
and students to participate and volunteer to
interview a veteran.”

On Monday, Congressman Smith sat down
with James Cox, a WWII veteran, to conduct
an interview for the Veterans History
Project. Cox served with the famed 30th In-
fantry Division. The 30th opened the way for
General Patton’s 3rd Army to drive into
Brittany and on to Brest, and was kept in
the forefront all the way into Belgium, Hol-
land and Germany. The interview is being
aired on cable public service channels. Con-
gressman Smith will be interviewing some-
one from each county in the 7th District to
raise awareness about the Veterans History
Project.

‘“The Veterans History Project is impor-
tant, not only to preserve the experiences
and memories of our nation’s veterans, but
also to bring families and communities to-
gether. Grandchildren should interview their
grandparents, students should interview
community members, and veterans should
interview each other.”

The Veterans History Project was enacted
in October of 2000. Oral histories and docu-
ments collected through this project will be
part of the national Veterans History
Project Collection at the Library of Con-
gress.

Interview kits are available at Congress-
man Smith’s office in Battle Creek and
Jackson. People who have questions about
the Veterans History Project should contact
the Congressman’s office or go to the home
page of Congressman Smith’s Web site at:
www.house.gov/nicksmith, which has a link
to the Veterans History Project in the
“Quick Links” section. Completed inter-
views can then be sent to Congressman
Smith’s office which will then be submitted
to the Library of Congress.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 409.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H. Con. Res. 409.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 55 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

————
[ 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MURPHY) at 6 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on three motions to sus-
pend the rules previously postponed.
Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 4299, by the yeas and nays;

House Resolution 622, by the yeas and
nays; and

House Resolution 577, by the yeas and
nays.

The remaining votes will be taken
later in the week.

The first and third electronic votes
will be conducted as 15-minute votes.
The second vote in this series will be a
5-minute vote.

——————

DR. MIGUEL A. NEVAREZ POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill,
H.R. 4299.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan. (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4299, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0,
not voting 28, as follows:

[Roll No. 153]

YEAS—405
Abercrombie Barton (TX) Blunt
Ackerman Bass Boehlert
Aderholt Beauprez Boehner
Akin Becerra Bonilla
Alexander Bell Bonner
Allen Bereuter Bono
Andrews Berkley Boozman
Baca Berman
Bachus Berry ggivgﬁi}r
Baird Biggert Boyd
Baker Bilirakis Bradley (NH)
Baldwin Bishop (GA) y
Ballance Bishop (NY) Brady (PA)
Ballenger Bishop (UT) Brady (TX)
Barrett (SC) Blackburn Brown (OH)
Bartlett (MD) Blumenauer Brown (8C)
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Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cole
Collins
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves

May 11, 2004

Green (TX)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
MecInnis
McIntyre

McKeon
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
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Shaw Tauscher Walsh
Shays Taylor (MS) Wamp
Sherman Taylor (NC) Waters
Sherwood Terry Watson
Shimkus Thomas Watt
Sl}uster Thompson (CA) Waxman
g}mmons $Eom%son (MS) Weiner
impson ornberry
Skelton Tiahrt g:}ggﬁ gk;
Slaughter Tiberi Weller
Smith (MI) Tierney
Smith (NJ) Toomey We)Ade‘r
Smith (TX) Towns Whitfield
Smith (WA) Turner (OH) Wicker
Snyder Turner (TX) Wilson (NM)
Solis Udall (CO) Wilson (30)
Spratt Udall (NM) Wolf
Stearns Upton Woolsey
Stenholm Van Hollen Wu
Sullivan Velazquez Wynn
Tancredo Vitter Young (AK)
Tanner Walden (OR) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—28

Brown, Corrine Isakson Rohrabacher
Buyer John Souder
Carter Kingston Stark
DeMint Kucinich Strickland
Dingell Lipinski Stupak
Edwards Maloney Sweeney
Gerlach McNulty Tauzin
Gonzalez Mollohan ;

Green (WI) Murtha Visclosky
Hoeffel Reyes

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY) (during the vote). Members
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in which to vote.

[ 1855

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF PEACE OFFICERS ME-
MORIAL DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 622.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MILLER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 622, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 404, nays 0,
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 154]
YEAS—404

Abercrombie Bartlett (MD) Blackburn
Ackerman Barton (TX) Blumenauer
Aderholt Bass Blunt

Akin Beauprez Boehlert
Alexander Becerra Boehner
Allen Bell Bonilla
Andrews Bereuter Bonner
Baca Berkley Bono
Bachus Berman Boozman
Baird Berry Boswell
Baker Biggert Boucher
Baldwin Bilirakis Boyd
Ballance Bishop (GA) Bradley (NH)
Ballenger Bishop (NY) Brady (PA)
Barrett (SC) Bishop (UT) Brady (TX)

Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cole
Collins
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves

Green (TX)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Lynch
Majette
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
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McIntyre
McKeon
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
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Shadegg Tanner Walden (OR)
Shaw Tauscher Walsh
Shays Taylor (MS) Wamp
Sherman Taylor (NC) Waters
Sherwood Terry Watson
Shimkus Thomas Watt
Shuster Thompson (CA) Waxman
Simmons Thompson (MS) Weiner
Simpson Thornberry Weldon (FL)
Skelton Tiahrt Weldon (PA)
Slaughter Tiberi Weller
Smith (MI) Tierney Wexler
Smith (NJ) Toomey Whitfield
Smith (TX) Towns Wicker
Smith (WA) Turner (OH) Wilson (NM)
Snyder Turner (TX) Wilson (SC)
Solis Udall (CO) Wolf
Spratt Udall (NM) Woolsey
Stearns Upton Wu
Stenholm Van Hollen Wynn
Sullivan Velazquez Young (AK)
Tancredo Vitter Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—29
Brown, Corrine Green (WI) Reyes
Buyer Hoeffel Rohrabacher
Carter John Souder
Davis (TN) Kingston Stark
DeMint Kucinich Strickland
Dingell Lipinski Stupak
Edwards Maloney Sweeney
Feeney McNulty :
Gerlach Mollohan ;f,?sizllonsky
Gonzalez Murtha

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining on this vote.

O 1904

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECOGNIZING 50 YEARS OF RELA-
TIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED
STATES GOVERNMENT AND THE
EUROPEAN UNION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 577,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 577, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 7,
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 155]

YEAS—397
Abercrombie Barton (TX) Blunt
Ackerman Bass Boehlert
Aderholt Beauprez Boehner
Alexander Becerra Bonilla
Allen Bell Bonner
Andrews Bereuter Bono
Baca Berkley Boozman
Bachus Berman Boswell
Baird Berry Boucher
Baker Biggert Boyd
Baldwin Bilirakis Bradley (NH)
Ballance Bishop (GA) Brady (PA)
Ballenger Bishop (NY) Brady (TX)
Barrett (SC) Bishop (UT) Brown (OH)
Bartlett (MD) Blumenauer Brown (S0)
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Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burns
Burr
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cole
Collins
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Granger
Graves

Green (TX)
Greenwood
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Majette
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
MecCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
MecInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
Meehan
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Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus

Shuster Terry Wamp
Simmons Thomas Waters
Simpson Thompson (CA) Watson
Skelton Thompson (MS) Watt
Slaughter Thornberry Waxman
Sm@th (MI) T@ahr_t Weiner
waton 71
y
Smith (WA) Toomey y’l?on (F4)
Snyder Towns e}}( e}r
Solis Turner (OH) Wmtﬁeld
Spratt Turner (TX) W}cker
Stearns Udall (CO) W}lson (NM)
Stenholm Udall (NM) Wilson (SC)
Sullivan Upton Wolf
Tancredo Van Hollen Woolsey
Tanner Velazquez Wu
Tauscher Vitter Wynn
Taylor (MS) Walden (OR) Young (AK)
Taylor (NC) Walsh Young (FL)
NAYS—T7
Akin LaHood Paul
Johnson, Sam Miller (FL)
Jones (NC) Musgrave
NOT VOTING—29
Blackburn Hoeffel Rohrabacher
Brown, Corrine John Souder
Buyer Kingston Stark
Carter Kucinich Strickland
DeMint Lipinski Stupak
Dingell Lynch Sweeney
Edwards McNulty Tauzin
Gerlach Mollohan :
Gonzalez Murtha &fﬁggky
Green (WI) Reyes

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY) (during the vote). Members
are advised 2 minutes remain in this
vote.

0 1921

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution, as amended, was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, | was absent
during rollcall votes 153, 154, and 155. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
each of those rollcall votes.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON S. CON. RES. 95,
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR
2005

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, subject
to rule XXII, clause 7(c), I hereby an-
nounce my intention to offer a motion
to instruct on S. Con. Res. 95, Concur-
rent Resolution on the Budget For Fis-
cal Year 2005.

The form of the motion is as follows:

———

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the managers on the part of the
House at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on
the House amendment to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 95 be in-
structed to agree to the pay-as-you-go
enforcement provisions within the
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scope of the conference regarding di-
rect spending increases and tax cuts in
the House and Senate. In complying
with this instruction, such managers
shall be instructed to recede to the
Senate on the provisions contained in
section 408 of the Senate concurrent
resolution (relating to the pay-as-you-
go point of order regarding all legisla-
tion increasing the deficit as a result of
direct spending increases and tax cuts).
——

BLOCKING PROPERTY OF CERTAIN
PERSONS AND PROHIBITING EX-
PORT OF CERTAIN GOODS TO
SYRIA—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108-184)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Consistent with subsection 204(b) of
the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(b)
(IEEPA), and section 301 of the Na-
tional Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1631,
I hereby report that I have issued an
Executive Order (order) in which I de-
clared a national emergency with re-
spect to the threat constituted by cer-
tain actions of the Government of
Syria. Further, in accordance with sub-
section 5(b) of the Syria Accountability
and Lebanese Sovereignty Restoration
Act of 2003 (SAA), Public Law 108-75,
this message also constitutes the re-
port on my exercise of the waiver au-
thority pursuant to that statute.

On December 12, 2003, I signed into
law the SAA in order to strengthen the
ability of the United States to effec-
tively confront the threat to U.S. na-
tional security posed by Syria’s sup-
port for terrorism, its military pres-
ence in Lebanon, its pursuit of weapons
of mass destruction, and its actions to
undermine U.S. and international ef-
forts with respect to the stabilization
and reconstruction of Iraq. These poli-
cies by the Government of Syria di-
rectly threaten regional stability and
undermine the U.S. goal of a com-
prehensive Middle East peace. Despite
many months of diplomatic efforts to
convince the Government of Syria to
change its behavior, Syria has not
taken significant, concrete steps to ad-
dress the full range of U.S. concerns,
which were clearly conveyed by Sec-
retary of State Powell to Syrian Presi-
dent Asad in May 2003. I find the ac-
tions, policies, and circumstances de-
scribed above sufficiently grave to con-
stitute a threat to the national secu-
rity, foreign policy, and economy of
the United States, and thus have de-
clared a national emergency to address
that threat.

In implementation of subsection 5(a)
of the SAA, in the order I directed that
action be taken to prohibit the export
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to Syria of products of the United
States other than food and medicine,
including but not limited to items on
the United States Munitions List or
Commerce Control List, and I prohib-
ited commercial air services between
Syria and the United States by aircraft
of any air carrier owned or controlled
by Syria, as well as certain non-traffic
stops by such aircraft.

It is important to the national secu-
rity interests of the United States,
however, that certain discrete cat-
egories of exports continue in order to
support activities of the United States
Government and United Nations agen-
cies, to facilitate travel by United
States persons, for certain humani-
tarian purposes, to help maintain avia-
tion safety, and to promote the ex-
change of information. Also, it is im-
portant to U.S. national security inter-
ests that aviation-related sanctions
take into account humanitarian and
diplomatic concerns as well as the
international obligations of the United
States.

Accordingly, I have waived the appli-
cation of subsections 5(a)(1) and
5(a)(2)(A) of the SAA to permit the ex-
port and reexport of: products in sup-
port of activities of the United States
Government to the extent that such
exports would not otherwise fall within
my constitutional authority to con-
duct the Nation’s foreign affairs and
protect national security; medicines on
the Commerce Control List and med-
ical devices; aircraft parts and compo-
nents for purposes of flight safety; ex-
ports and reexports consistent with the
5(a)(2)(D) waiver outlined below; infor-
mation and informational materials, as
well as telecommunications equipment
and associated items to promote the
free flow of information; certain soft-
ware and technology; products in sup-
port of United Nations operations; and,
certain exports and reexports of a tem-
porary nature. These items are further
identified in the Department of Com-
merce’s General Order No. 2, as issued
consistent with my order. I have also
waived the application of subsection
5(a)(2)(D) to permit the following with
respect to aircraft of any air carrier
owned or controlled by Syria: takeoffs
or landings of such aircraft when char-
tered by the Government of Syria to
transport Syrian government officials
to the United States on official Syrian
government business; takeoffs or land-
ings for non-traffic stops of such air-
craft that are not engaged in scheduled
international air services; takeoffs and
landings associated with an emergency;
and overflights of U.S. territory.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 11, 2004.

————

CALLING FOR RESIGNATIONS
DOES NATION DISSERVICE

(Mr. CUNNINGHAM asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker,
Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld led this
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Nation through two wars. There was a
minimum loss of life on both sides. He
was effective and provided freedom for
millions of men, women, and children.
General Kimmitt in January reported
that there were problems at a prison,
ordered immediate investigations
under the rule of law. Unfortunately,
someone released pictures to the press
and blew it out of proportion.

There is a lot of anger from all Amer-
icans and many Arabs, but I think in
the long run the world is going to see
what a free nation is capable of. A rule
of law, justice, is it perfect? No. But it
is the best we have in any part of the
world.

We will bring the guilty forward in
punishment, and there will be probably
more than the original six that will be
tried. When we come out of this, we
will be stronger, and those calling for
the resignation of the Secretary, I
think, do this Nation great disservice.

———

HONORING ASIAN PACIFIC
AMERICANS

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to do a Special Order today that I will
not be able to do, but I join the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA)
and the rest of my colleagues on the
occasion of Asian American Heritage
Month. During this month, we cele-
brate the important contributions
Asian Pacific Americans have made to
our great country.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
HoNDA) is head of the Asian Pacific
Caucus, and the gentleman has helped
all of us learn more about the concerns
and issues facing Asian Americans and
the Pacific Islander community, and I
salute the gentleman’s work on these
issues.

More importantly, I thank every
Asian American for the extraordinary
contribution they have made to this
country. I have a list which I will not
have time to read, but it will be in-
cluded in the RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, suffice it to say I am
pleased that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HONDA) took out this very
appropriate Special Order to honor
Asian Americans during Asian Amer-
ican Heritage Month.

———
TRUTH WILL PREVAIL

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on Thursday afternoon for 2%
hours, I met with one of our soldiers
from the unit that was assigned to the
prison in Baghdad. I can tell Members
that as this story unfolds, we will con-
tinue to be vigilant in prosecuting not
just those soldiers who were involved,
but those superiors who in some cases
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ordered our soldiers to do the acts that
they were asked to do and to also be in-
volved in the oversight. We will hold
these individuals responsible, and we
will seek and obtain justice.

But, Mr. Speaker, I also rise to pay
tribute to a neighbor of mine, who
lived less than 15 minutes from my
home by the name of Nick Berg who we
just learned in the past several days
was brutalized in the most unbeliev-
able way imaginable by those same
people over in Iraqg who expect us to
treat those perpetrators of crimes in
the prison with justice.

I also rise to pay tribute to Tali
Hatuel, an Israeli who was gunned
down, along with her four children and
her unborn child, in the most des-
picable way. Truth and justice will pre-
vail. I just wish that were the case on
both sides both with al Qaeda as well
as with our own troops.

——————

COMMEMORATING ASIAN PACIFIC
HERITAGE MONTH

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to also commemorate Asian Pa-
cific American Heritage Month and to
celebrate the lives and accomplish-
ments of Asian Pacific Americans in
U.S. history.

I want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA), the new chair and
vice chair of the Congressional Asian
Pacific American Caucus, for orga-
nizing this Special Order. And in par-
ticular, I want to recognize the con-
tributions of Korean-Americans in my
district and commend them for their
tireless work in improving the City of
Los Angeles.

Mr. Speaker, today Asian Americans
continue to gain new ground in even
greater social and political representa-
tion. As we commemorate and cele-
brate the crucial role of Asian Pacific
Americans and the role they have
played in the development of this Na-
tion, we must work harder to improve
their lives and opportunities for 12.5
million Asian Pacific Americans who
are still confronted with daily preju-
dices, discrimination, and economic in-
equalities.

——
ECONOMIC REMEDIES

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
last week President Bush took one of
his bus trips through the State of Ohio
trying to argue for his economic pol-
icy. Ohio is a State that has lost 170,000
manufacturing jobs. Virtually every
month during the Bush administration,
we have lost manufacturing jobs. One
out of six manufacturing jobs in the
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State of Ohio has disappeared since
President Bush took office. His answer
always is more tax cuts for the
wealthiest people in our society with
the hope some will maybe trickle down
and create jobs. That has not worked.
His other answer is more trade agree-
ments like NAFTA that shift jobs over-
seas.

Instead, Congress should extend un-
employment benefits for the 1 million
American workers whose benefits have
expired, and Congress should pass the
Crane-Rangel bill which gives incen-
tives to those companies that manufac-
ture in the United States, not continue
to give big corporate tax breaks to the
largest companies in the world who
send jobs to China and send jobs to
Mexico.

———
0 1930
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHOcOLA). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

——————

CALLING FOR RENEWAL OF
ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, Sunday was Mother’s Day. An
awful lot of us were down here in Wash-
ington to kick off the next several
months on going to so many different
States to remind people that Sep-
tember 13, the assault weapons ban will
expire. In many ways it was great see-
ing people I have met over the last sev-
eral years, people from California, Or-
egon, Washington, New York, Jersey,
Connecticut, people that gave up Moth-
er’s Day to come down and to be here
today and tomorrow to lobby Members
of Congress to remind their legislators
they want the assault weapons ban
kept in place. One of the saddest things
was talking to so many friends that I
have met over the years, those that
have lost their children, their hus-
bands, their wives, and yet they are
still out there fighting.

We know that reducing gun violence
in this country will always be a tough
fight. But the one thing I heard con-
stantly, Why are we letting the assault
weapons ban expire? It is going to be
up to the million moms across this
country. I happen to think the dads
and the grandfathers, the husbands and
wives, should certainly be out there.
We have every national police organi-
zation behind us. They do not want to
see the assault weapons ban expire. Yet
when the White House was asked about
what they were going to do about the
assault weapons ban, the answer came
back, NO comment. That is a far cry
from what was said during the last
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campaign when President Bush said he
would sign the bill if it came to his
desk.

I know it is an inside Washington
thing, but to get a bill on the desk, it
actually has to be brought up here on
the floor so we can vote on it. That is
where the American people have to
come into play. The American people
have to start e-mailing, they have to
start faxing their Representatives and
say we want to keep the assault weap-
ons ban in place. That is the only way
that we can put pressure on this House
to make sure it is coming up for a vote.

I happen to think that when our po-
lice officers start going to all their
local legislators and their Senators,
that we are going to see a change in
the tide. I know we do things here at
the last minute on the House floor. I
accept that. But I have to tell you,
when there is only 125 days left to
make sure that the assault weapons
ban stays in place and only 50 days be-
fore an election, I think the American
people’s voices should be heard.

I am a great believer in one person
can make a difference. It was grati-
fying to see so many people from
around the country down here in Wash-
ington. When you multiply that and
multiply that throughout the Nation,
we can make a difference. I always
hear from the American people that it
makes no difference what we do down
in Washington, that they have no
voice. I say that is wrong. Do you know
how many votes pass in this House by
one vote or fail by one vote? Over in
the other body today, unemployment
insurance failed by one vote. The as-
sault weapons bill going back when it
first passed, it passed by one vote. One
vote does count. One vote means a lot.

Sixty-six percent of gun owners be-
lieve that the assault weapons ban
should be renewed. Seventy-six percent
of the American people believe the as-
sault weapons ban should be kept in
place. May I remind our people out
there, the guns we are talking about
are AK-4Ts, Uzis, the guns unfortu-
nately that we see in the war every
day. Do we actually want them back in
our communities? Do we want them in
our streets? In our schoolyards? Have
we not seen enough gun violence in
this country that we would want to put
these weapons of mass destruction
back out on the streets? I do not under-
stand this. This is not taking away
anyone’s right to own a gun. Talk to
hunters across the country; they do not
hunt with these guns.

So what is the holdup here? They are
back on their old rhetoric, saying the
bill never worked. Talk to the police
officers across this country and they
will say the bill does work. May I re-
mind everybody why we passed an as-
sault weapons ban in the first place?
Because too many of our police officers
were being mowed down. Get out there
and let your voices be heard. We can
make a difference.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members that they are
not to refer to actions of the other
body.

———

DROUGHT IS A NATURAL
DISASTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, as many
people know, we frequently talk on the
floor here about the state of the econ-
omy. However, it seems to me that
much of this criticism is unfounded.
We currently have historically low in-
terest rates. Inflation is at 1.9 percent
which, again, is almost at an all-time
low. Economic growth is exceptional,
12 percent in the fourth quarter. Pro-
ductivity increase is the highest in the
last 40 years. And recently we have
heard that government revenues are in-
creasing, which means that we may
have $100 billion less deficit than was
originally forecast.

The majority of the criticism seems
to focus on joblessness which currently
stands at b.6 percent of American
workers and is decreasing. This is cer-
tainly a figure we would like to see
better, like to see it improved. But I
would like to point out, Mr. Speaker,
that in the decade of the 1970s the aver-
age unemployment rate was 6.2 per-
cent; during the 1980s, it was 7.3 per-
cent; during the 1990s it was 5.8 per-
cent. So for that 30-year stretch from
1970 to 2000, we averaged 6.4 percent un-
employment. Today it is at 5.6 percent.
In April we added 280,000 payroll jobs.
We have added 867,000 since January,
and 1.1 million since last August.

Those who decry the overall strength
of the economy would appear to be in
error. My thesis is that this is the
strongest economy in the world and is
generally doing quite well. However,
Mr. Speaker, one segment of the econ-
omy is currently very troubled. I would
like to point to the graphic here which
I think illustrates this. Currently the
dark areas, the red, the yellow, the
brown and the deep brown are areas of
drought in the country. This would be
bad enough if it was just this year, but
this is something that has been ongo-
ing now for 5 years. Throughout that
area, those who are raising dry land
crops have had practically no crop at
all. The reservoirs which are used for
irrigation are now down to 25, 30 per-
cent. Many of them will run dry within
a year.

I think it is important that we look
at what is happening to the farm econ-
omy. This is a natural disaster. We
sometimes readily provide assistance
for fires, for floods, for tornadoes or
hurricanes but not for drought. I guess
the argument is that somehow a
drought comes on slowly so it is not a
natural disaster. But as far as those
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people living in this part of the world
are concerned, it certainly is a natural
disaster.

One reason sometimes we are reluc-
tant to give assistance for the drought
is because it is assumed that there is a
lot of momney in the farm bill, that
farmers are being taken care of maybe
too well. I would like to call attention
again to another graphic here which il-
lustrates that the farm bill has really
been functioning in a way that many
people have not anticipated. The pro-
jected costs in 2002 were $14.3 billion. In
actuality it cost $13.2 billion. In 2003
the projected costs were $18.6 billion.
Instead it cost $12.1 billion, a saving of
roughly $6.5 billion less than projected.
In 2004 the projection was $17.5 billion
and now it looks like it is projected to
come in at about $10.1 billion. Out of a
$50 billion expenditure that was pre-
dicted, we are actually going to spend
about $35 billion.

The point is that we would hope that
maybe out of that $15 billion shortfall
that we think is certainly good for the
country and good for the taxpayer,
that maybe at least some of that, a lit-
tle bit of that could go back to those
who have really labored under this
drought.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to close by
urging Congress not to ignore the larg-
est ongoing natural disaster facing the
United States today, which is the ex-
tended drought, and I would also like
to hope that Congress would not fail to
appreciate those who provide the
world’s best, the safest, and the cheap-
est food supply of any place on this
planet.

——————

NATIONAL COVER THE UNINSURED
WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
this week marks National Cover the
Uninsured Week where we focus our at-
tention on the many health care prob-
lems confronting Americans without
health insurance. This evening I re-
turned to Washington from Houston
after participating in a symposium, at
St. Joseph’s Christus Hospital, on the
uninsured. St. Joseph’s and Sisters of
Charity have for decades served both
the uninsured and the insured in the
Houston area. Some of the most inno-
vative and lifesaving research and
treatment developments are being dis-
covered in our backyard. The problem
is that too many of our neighbors can-
not access these lifesaving treatments
because they lack health insurance.

Currently 31.2 percent of adult Tex-
ans are living without health insur-
ance, more than any other State in
this country. The growing number of
uninsured in this country is truly a
problem for all Americans. The unin-
sured often use the emergency room as
their primary source of health care,
which increases health care costs for
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all Americans. Americans without
health insurance are less likely to seek
preventive health care and only get
care once their health problems reach
emergency proportions. In fact, nearly
40 percent of the uninsured adults skip
a recommended medical test and half
of those people have not received care
for a serious health problem in the last
year.

I hope that Cover the Uninsured
Week will result in a renewed debate
about the serious health care problems
that we face in our country and the ac-
tions we must take to ensure Ameri-
cans access to quality health care. But
we are increasingly going in the wrong
direction. Uninsured, particularly chil-
dren, have taken such a huge cut in the
children’s health care initiative pro-
gram, the CHIPs program. I know in
my State of Texas alone we have lost
at least 107,000 children from CHIPs be-
cause of State budget problems. I am
sure that problem is around the coun-
try with all our States.

As we have learned in the past, a
rush to enact flawed policy is arguably
just as bad as enacting no policy at all.
A prime example is the new Medicare
discount drug cards that are giving our
seniors too little benefits and too many
frustrations. This card was created
from a flawed Medicare prescription
drug bill that does not provide pre-
scription drug coverage until 2006 and
creates a huge gap in coverage forcing
seniors to pay all their drug costs be-
tween $2,250 to $3,600.

Therefore, it is no surprise that I had
doubts about our seniors’ ability to
utilize this first step, the discount drug
card. I worried about seniors’ access to
information about the various cards
and their ability to get reliable data
from which to make an informed deci-
sion. Yet with great fanfare, Medicare
released a Web site to provide just this
information and allow seniors to com-
pare the drug prices offered by the
cards. That is precisely where the con-
fusion began. The Houston Chronicle
recently published an article detailing
just how confusing this drug card is for
seniors. In fact, the author found that
the drug card was more confusing than
preparing your income taxes or dealing
with an insurance company regarding a
hospital bill. T think this article sheds
important light on the frustrations
seniors are facing right now. I submit
this article for printing in the RECORD.

[From the Houston Chronicle, May 4, 2004]
MEDICARE DRUG DISCOUNT CARDS EXPLAINED,

SORT OF
(By Jim Shea)

The first thing seniors need to find out
about the new Medicare prescription drug
discount cards is if they are eligible.

This will not be easy.

Doing your taxes is easy.

Trying to straighten out a hospital bill
with the insurance company is easy.

Explaining the infield-fly rule is easy.

Figuring out if you qualify for a discount
card is, well, let me try to put it in context.

Beginning this week, seniors who are
thinking of applying for the card can call for
information. To handle the anticipated vol-
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ume, the government has hired 1,000 ‘‘benefit
advisers.”

This sounds pretty good until you do the
math:

Problem: How many times does 1,000 (gov-
ernment bureaucrats) go into 12.5 million
(confused Medicare recipients who may call)?

Answer: Enough times to boost ‘“‘death by
on-hold music” to the top of the mortality
charts.

Next, let’s explore the matter of choosing
which of the 28 government-approved private
companies you should get your discount card
from.

To make this choice, the government sug-
gests you compare such things as drug avail-
ability and price before signing with a pro-
vider.

Seems like reasonable advice, except for
one little hitch.

The discount card company you join is
under no restriction to maintain the price
that enticed you to join in the first place. In
fact, it doesn’t even have to guarantee it will
continue to carry the drugs you need.

In private business this practice is known
as bait and switch. In Republican-controlled
Washington these days, it is known as a ben-
efit.

If this provision seems a little one-sided, a
little too big-business friendly, consider this:
Even if you are baited and switched and gen-
erally hosed all over, you are prohibited
from moving to another discount card com-
pany until your mandatory one-year com-
mitment is up.

I mean, you get better terms from the
Gambinos.

In fairness, seniors at the low-income end
of the spectrum who manage to escape the
registration process without contracting a
terminal case of phone ear will benefit from
the program. They qualify for an annual sub-
sidy of $600, which if they are smart, they
will use to purchase round-trip bus tickets to
drug-stores in Canada.

Seniors at the high-income end of the spec-
trum, who own the right stocks, will also
make out well.

To everyone else, let me just say that if
you can’t get your questions answered, give
me a call and I will explain the following:

The first thing to know about the infield-
fly rule is that it only applies if there are
less than two outs and . . .

The first problem with the Medicare
Web site is that a large number of sen-
ior citizens do not enjoy or are not pro-
ficient with the Internet. Frankly, I do
not blame them for being skeptical
about providing sensitive financial in-
formation such as their monthly in-
come or other indicators of their finan-
cial situation. Yet even if our seniors
are willing to go through all the steps
on the Medicare Web site, the informa-
tion generated is too confusing to help
our seniors make a truly informed
choice regarding their discount drug
card. My staff and I attempted to put
together a simple document to help
seniors in our district easily under-
stand the choices before them, yet it
did not take long for us to realize there
is nothing simple about this card.

0 1945

One zip code in my district had 12
participating cards; yet a neighboring
zip code under the Web site had zero
participating cards. It is hard enough
for a senior to determine what cards
serviced their zip code. For example, a
senior would also have to figure out if
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her pharmacy accepted that card and if
her drugs were considered preferred
under that card. If that is not difficult
enough, then that senior would have to
compare that card to all the other
cards in her area, for example, the one
that had 12 with the neighboring zip
code that had zero.

Unfortunately, the story gets worse
for our seniors. After spending the
time, energy, and brain power to
choose the best card, seniors are not
even guaranteed that the companies
will continue to maintain the cost that
is on that Web site or access to those
particular drugs that the seniors have
looked for and they need. The company
is under no obligation to maintain its
advertised prices or even carry the
drugs that they need. If they start los-
ing too much money on a particular
drug, they can just cease to offer that
coverage during the year. And while all
these private companies get escape
clauses, Medicare beneficiaries are
forced to stay with each card for at
least a year.

In the end I am afraid we will learn
the hard way that this discount drug
card is just as bad a deal as the Medi-
care drug bill that created it.

——————

THE WAR AGAINST THE
TERRORISTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHOCOLA). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I have been watching television like
all of my colleagues over the past few
days and we are all very disappointed
and disgruntled, upset, whatever one
wants to call it, about the pictures
that we have seen of prisoners in Iraq,
and it is really tragic that those sorts
of things happen in war. But we have
had wars in the past where these things
have happened. We had My Lai in Viet-
nam. We even had a problem in the
Revolutionary War where other gen-
erals were calling for the resignation of
George Washington because they had
not won any victories because they had
made so many mistakes. And of course
they have Valley Forge. He crossed the
Delaware, attacked the Hessians at
Trenton, and he became a big hero, and
we all know that he became the father
of our country because of the successes
of the Revolutionary War.

There are tragedies in all wars, but
what we must not lose sight of is we
are in a world war against terrorists.
Over 3,000 Americans lost their lives in
the World Trade Center. We saw in
Fallujah Americans being burned and
dragged through the streets and hung
up by terrorists. Just these last couple
of days we saw an American, an inno-
cent American civilian, who was just
working over there, having his head
cut off, and they said it was because of
the pictures. The terrorists said it was
because of the pictures that were
shown about what happened in the
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prisons in Iraq. The fact of the matter
is they have been perpetrating these
terrorist acts on and on and on because
they want to defeat us and our way of
life. And we must not let that happen.

And then I hear my colleagues criti-
cizing the President and the Secretary
of Defense over and over and over again
saying, oh, my gosh, they are making
mistakes; they should be doing this
and that and the other thing. The fact
of the matter is we do not need 535
would-be commander in chiefs. And
that is what we see around here, people
second-guessing everything that is
going on.

As a matter of fact, we are winning
the war in Iraq. We are winning the
war in Afghanistan. The terrorists are
on the defensive. And we must not send
any signals to them whatsoever that
they have a chance to win this sort of
thing. And that is what I am afraid
many of my colleagues are doing.

President Bush is doing a very good
job. Donald Rumsfeld, as Secretary of
Defense, is doing an outstanding job.
And we need to stand with them and
with our troops in the field and not be
casting aspersions on every single
thing that goes wrong over there. In
war mistakes are made, and we are
going to see more mistakes in this war.
But we are winning it and we are going
to win it as long as we have people like
President Bush and Don Rumsfeld at
the helm. And I hope my colleagues
will think about that before they start
shooting off their mouths in the future.

PRESCRIPTION DRUG DISCOUNT
CARDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, my
disagreement with Secretary Rumsfeld
began 2 years ago, 1%2 years ago, when
it was clear when Members of this Con-
gress, in this House, and both parties
were calling on the President and the
Secretary of Defense to provide body
armor for our soldiers, many of whom
did not have body armor, with demands
that they put armor on the underbel-
lies and the doors of Humvees; still are
not fully done and Americans have died
because of it. That is the first major
criticism of the Secretary of Defense
and the President, something that they
should have stopped what they were
doing to take care of the safety of our
men and women in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, last week enrollment
began for the President’s prescription
drug discount card. They became avail-
able through the Medicare bill passed
last year. What we could have done in
this body is simply to have given a
card like this, a Medicare card to every
senior, and said this card will get them
a significant 50, 60, 70 percent discount
in their prescription drugs because we
could have set our system up the way
Canada does. The Secretary of the Cen-
ter for Medicaid and Medicare Services,
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the director, could have negotiated di-
rectly with the drug companies on be-
half of 40 million Medicare bene-
ficiaries, got a discount similar to
what they have in every nation in the
world, given this discount card to
every senior, and they could have got-
ten a discount the way the Canadians
get and the French get and the Ger-
mans and the Israelis and the Japa-
nese, a 50, 60, 70 percent discount. In-
stead, the President wanted to pri-
vatize Medicare. He wanted to privatize
these prescription drug cards, these
discounts cards.

So what do we have? Beginning last
week in my State of Ohio, there will be
50 cards available. I am not making
this up. They need to select one of
these 50 cards if they are a senior. This
card may have a discount for Fosamax.
This card may have a discount for
Zoloft. This card may have a discount
for Vioxx. This card may have a dis-
count for something else. Maybe a 22
percent discount here, a 12 percent dis-
count here. They have got to figure
that out as a senior. They have got to
look at all 50 of these cards and figure
out where it makes the most sense to
get a discount and which card makes
the most sense for them. After they
take one of these cards, they will be
paying $30 and have this card for the
year. The problem is the card seller,
several of whom are big contributors to
the President, and they are going to
make a lot of money, these cards, but
the prescription drug card seller, after
they have chosen the card, can change
the discount and can change the drug
formulary in the drugs which are cov-
ered.

One might wonder why the President
and why my friends on the other side of
the aisle, instead of choosing one card
and getting a 50 or 60 percent discount,
would make seniors look at 50 cards
and try to figure out the best 10 or 15
percent discount that they are going to
get. One might wonder why would the
President, why would the Republican
leadership choose to do that. It has got
a whole lot to do with the way this
Congress operates. The word on the
street is the drug industry is going to
give $100 million to the President’s re-
election campaign. The drug industry
and the insurance industry have al-
ready contributed millions of dollars to
the Republican leadership, to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) and
the gentleman from Illinois (Speaker
HASTERT) and Republican leadership,
millions of dollars to President Bush.
In fact, a nonpartisan study said that
this bill will mean $150 billion more in
subsidies to the drug industry, in addi-
tional profits to the drug industry, and
a $46 billion direct subsidy to the insur-
ance industry, $46 billion coming out of
taxpayers’ pockets, going directly to
the insurance industry, $46 billion.

We could take that $46 billion and di-
vide it among the 39 million Medicare
beneficiaries and they would each get a
$1,100 drug benefit just from that alone.
Instead, Republican leadership gives us
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these cards and gives the insurance in-
dustry a $46 billion subsidiary. And do
my colleagues know what? While the
drug benefit program does not go into
effect until 2006, the insurance indus-
try, the HMOs, already got their pay-
ment on March 1, their first payment.

Mr. Speaker, we could have done this
right and done a regular prescription
drug program through Medicare with a
good discount. Instead, the President
and the Republican leadership have
again done the bidding of the drug in-
dustry, again have done the bidding of
the insurance industry, again have
done the bidding of these companies
that make these discount cards.

It is outrageous, Mr. Speaker, that
instead of doing Medicare right and
preserving the Medicare that we know
and that this country likes and that
seniors have benefited from, we have
privatized this system. We have con-
fused seniors, and we have let the drug
industry and the insurance industry
write this legislation, benefit from that
legislation, and cash in on this legisla-
tion.

————
WE MUST SUPPORT OUR TROOPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, first of
all, in response, I found a different case
from my constituents. The first woman
who signed up for one of the drug
cards, Mr. Speaker, was 85. She had a
monthly cost of $409, and after the card
was given and she was able to navigate
her way through it, her cost was $13.61.
Mr. Speaker, that hardly sounds like
the drug industry is going to get a pay-
off.

Mr. Speaker, I, like many, am pro-
foundly disappointed in the photos and
the actions of a handful of our soldiers,
but I do not for one moment mistake
the actions of a few to be representa-
tive of the many.

On the floor of this House, Mr.
Speaker, I have heard my colleagues
from the other side of the aisle say
that the war being fought in Iraq can-
not be won and is, in fact,
“unwinnable.” And yet with straight
faces these same colleagues say that
they support our troops.

They have short memories, Mr.
Speaker. They say they support our
troops, and yet some of them earnestly
voted against providing our troops
with the very resources they need in
the field, fighting not only for our lib-
erty but for the freedoms of others.

Mr. Speaker, the words and actions
of these individuals do not indicate
support for our troops, and I find it
profoundly disappointing when some
show such blatant disregard, dishonor,
and disrespect for our troops. Some of
my colleagues have made such com-
ments without concern for the impact
that it has on the morale of our troops
who are currently fighting in Iraq as
well as those who are poised to go to
Iraq.
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Is this Election Year rhetoric and the
partisan banter part of the Democrats’
winnable strategy in Iraq? The bottom
line is that some Members of the other
party have become representative for
retreat and appeasement. Mr. Speaker,
appeasement and retreat has not
worked in the past and will not work in
the future with the terrorists. Mr.
Speaker, we must win this war on ter-
ror. The stakes are too great for the fu-
ture of humanity.

I went to Iraq late last year and per-
sonally visited with our soldiers. The
young men in this picture and the
young women that I met, those are the
soldiers in Iraq who are an all-volun-
teer force who are fighting so that our
children and grandchildren do not have
to live in a world where there is daily
fear of terrorism. These men and
women deserve the thanks of a grateful
Nation and a grateful world. They de-
serve to have our unwavering support
for their unwavering belief in liberty
and their understanding of freedom.

Since the American people will not
hear these stories on the evening news,
Mr. Speaker, I am here tonight to
share true stories of astonishing brav-
ery, courage, compassion, valor, and
steel nerve. Mr. Speaker, I am talking
about our soldiers and what they have
done for America, Iraq, Afghanistan,
and the entire world.

The soldiers of the 101st Airborne Di-
vision have been working to make Iraq
secure but also have been putting time
and effort into helping towns and vil-
lages with their ‘‘Operation Helping
Hands” program. With ‘Operation
Helping Hands,”” our soldiers donate
their own money to help provide fami-
lies with food and health care neces-
sities. Brigade Commander Colonel Ben
Hodges came up with the idea of help-
ing the poor families in the area. They
have collected several thousand dol-
lars, which goes a long way toward
helping many Iraqi families.

Mr. Speaker, our troops are compas-
sionate. They are helping Iraqi families
in a way that they have never been
helped before. Soldiers are often out in
Iraqg communities to provide medical
care and humanitarian assistance. A
small, impoverished village about 10
miles from Baghdad was recently paid
a visit by personnel from the Medical
Civic Action Program. This program
sends doctors and medics out to pro-
vide free medical care on a regular
basis. Because of conditions under Sad-
dam Hussein, soldiers are treating dis-
eases we rarely see here at home such
as tuberculosis, hepatitis, and polio.

Mr. Speaker, we should also be proud
of our troops for fighting for women’s
rights. For the first time in history,
women in Mosul, Iraq were able to join
the rest of the world in celebrating
International Women’s Day. The day
recognizes coordinated efforts of
women everywhere for equal rights and
political and economic equality.

The People’s Assembly Building was
rededicated as the Center for Iraqi
Women. The center will serve as a
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meeting place for all women of Iraq
where they can share ideas, offer train-
ing, coordinate communications, and
build a safer homeland.

And in Mosul, Iraqi police say they
are grateful to the soldiers from the
U.S. Army’s 503rd Military Police Bat-
talion for their assistance in rebuilding
police stations. Coalition forces helped
to renovate several police stations and
enabled the Iraqi police officers to pro-
tect their fellow citizens. There are
more than 1,600 policemen who have
trained from scratch in an 8-week
training program.

Mr. Speaker, these are the stories of
our young men and women in Iraq.
These are the stories of the people who
are fighting for freedom and fighting to
rebuild a country. Mr. Speaker, the
war on terror must be won.

The new Iragi Army is growing. In early
March, more than 1,000 recruits of the 4th
Battalion graduated from the nine-week basic
training program.

These are our soldiers stories. There are
hundreds, perhaps thousands more. | am
proud of our soldiers and want to say “thank
you.” These are not the stories that you will
hear on the news, or in the newspapers—nor
will you hear them during election year rhet-
oric.

A U.S. soldier evacuated an Iragi woman,
Farha Abed Saad for medical treatment after
she had been harmed by the thugs who wish
to rob Iraqis of their right to freedom. “Thank
God, you have come here to Irag and make
us free,” said Ms. Saad, kissing a soldier's
hands. “When | see you, | see my own sons!
Thank you, thank you.”

It is a sad day, Mr. Speaker, when some in
this city who routinely ignore the great accom-
plishments of our soldiers only to politicize the
war at their expense.

We will win this war on terror, Mr. Speaker,
there is no other option. This IS a winnable
war—and we must stand behind our policy
and our troops with a firm resolve.

A world controlled by terrorists is not ac-
ceptable. If the United States of America can-
not defeat terrorism, who in the world can?
We will continue to fight against Al-Qaeda and
Al-Qaeda affiliated groups—like the one who
viciously beheaded 26-year-old Nick Berg.
Nick Berg was a civilian who voluntarily went
to Iraq to help rebuild Iragi communication an-
tennas. And my prayers are with his family.

After 9-11, Mr. Speaker, America was
called to a new destiny. Our destiny is to de-
feat terrorism and tyranny. Amid the towers of
American tragedy, Mr. Speaker, emerged our
soldiers as towers of American strength.

And they shall have my eternal gratitude.

————
O 2000

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4275, PERMANENT EXTEN-
SION OF 10-PERCENT INDIVIDUAL
INCOME TAX RATE BRACKET

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-483) on the resolution (H.
Res. 637) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4275) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, to perma-
nently extend the 10-percent individual
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income tax rate bracket, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4279, PROVIDING FOR DIS-
POSITION OF UNUSED HEALTH
BENEFITS IN CAFETERIA PLANS
AND FLEXIBLE SPENDING AR-
RANGEMENTS; H.R. 4280, HEALTH
EFFICIENT, ACCESSIBLE, LOW-
COST, TIMELY HEALTHCARE
(HEALTH) ACT OF 2004; AND H.R.
4281, SMALL BUSINESS HEALTH
FAIRNESS ACT OF 2004

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 108-484) on the resolution (H.
Res. 638) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4279) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for
the disposition of unused health bene-
fits in cafeteria plans and flexible
spending arrangements; for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4280) to improve
patient access to health care services
and provide improved medical care by
reducing the excessive burden the 1li-
ability system places on the health
care delivery system; and for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4281) to amend
title I of the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974 to improve
access and choice for entrepreneurs
with small businesses with respect to
medical care for their employees,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———

A FAILURE OF LEADERSHIP AT
THE HIGHEST LEVELS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHocoLA). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, in re-
sponse to the gentleman who spoke
earlier in the well about casting asper-
sions on Donald Rumsfeld and others in
the Bush administration, I will not
cast aspersions. I called for his resigna-
tion earlier; and if I have time at the
end, I will go into those again.

But I am going to read from the
Army Times, not exactly a bastion of
Democrats or liberalism.

“Editorial: A Failure of Leadership
At the Highest Levels.

‘““Around the halls of the Pentagon, a
term of caustic derision has emerged
for the enlisted soldiers at the heart of
the furor over the Abu Ghraib prison
scandal: The six morons who lost the
war.

‘“Indeed, damage done to the TU.S.
military and the nation as a whole by
the horrifying photographs of U.S. sol-
diers abusing Iraqi detainees at the no-
torious prison is incalculable.

“But the folks at the Pentagon are
talking about the wrong morons.

“There is no excuse for the behavior
displayed by soldiers in the now infa-
mous pictures, and an even more damn-
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ing report by Major General Antonio
Taguba. Every soldier involved should
be ashamed.

“But while responsibility begins with
the six soldiers facing criminal
charges, it extends all the way up the
chain of command, to the highest
reaches of the military hierarchy and
its civilian leadership.

“The entire affair is a failure of lead-
ership from start to finish. From the
moment they are captured, prisoners
are hooded, shackled and isolated. The
message to the troops: anything goes.

“In addition to the scores of pris-
oners who were humiliated and de-
meaned, at least 14 have died in cus-
tody in Iraq and Afghanistan. The
Army has ruled at least two of these
homicides. This is not the way a free
people Kkeeps its captives or wins the
hearts and minds of a suspicious world.

“How tragically ironic that the
American military, which was wel-
comed to Baghdad by the euphoric
Iraqi people a year ago as a liberating
force and ended 30 years of tyranny,
would today stand guilty of dehuman-
izing torture in the same Abu Ghraib
prison used by Saddam Hussein’s
henchmen.

“One can only wonder why the prison
wasn’t razed in the wake of the inva-
sion as a symbolic stake through the
heart of the Baathist regime.

“Army commanders in Iraq bear re-
sponsibilities for running a prison
where there was no legal advisor to the
commander, no ultimate responsibility
taken for the care and treatment of the
prisoners.

“General Richard Myers, chairman of
the Joint Chiefs, also shares in the
shame. Myers asked ‘60 Minutes IT’ to
hold off reporting news of the scandal
because it could put U.S. troops at
risk. But when the report was aired, a
week later, Myers still hadn’t read
Taguba’s report, which had been com-
pleted in March; Defense Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld also failed to read the
report until after the scandal broke in
the media.

“But then, of course, it was too late.

“Myers, Rumsfeld and their staffs
failed to recognize the impact the scan-
dal would have, not only in the United
States, but around the world.

“If their staffs failed to alert Myers
and Rumsfeld, shame on them. But
shame, too, on the chairman and Sec-
retary, who failed to inform even Presi-
dent Bush.

““He was left to learn of the explosive
scandal from media reports instead of
from his own military leaders.

“On the battlefield, Myers and Rums-
feld’s errors would be called lack of sit-
uational awareness, a failure that
amounts to professional negligence.

“To date, the Army has moved to
court-martial the six soldiers suspected
of abusing Iraqi detainees and has rep-
rimanded six others.

“Brigadier General Karpinski, who
commanded the MP brigade that ran
Abu Ghraib, has received a letter of ad-
monishment and also faces possible
disciplinary action.
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““That is good, but not enough.

““This was not just a failure of leader-
ship at the local command level. This
was a failure that ran straight to the
top. Accountability here is essential,
even if that means relieving top lead-
ers from duty in a time of war.”

That is from the Army Times, the
May 17, 2004, issue.

I called earlier for Secretary Rums-
feld’s resignation, as had others, be-
cause of the jiggered intelligence about
the weapons of mass destruction and
the so-called links that did not exist
with terrorist groups with this regime,
the fact that they ignored intelligence
reports and plans drawn up by the
State Department, and concerns about
post-war occupation of Iraq, about the
number of troops necessary to prevent
looting, the downward spiral that could
begin with looting, the fact that the
troops did not have body armor, ar-
mored Humvees.

That is all because they were not or-
dered, not because there was not
enough money. They were not ordered.
Rumsfeld did not think they would
need them, in his arrogance.

And today he talks about troops as
fungible, and he reigns over a Defense
Department that has wasted billions,
while the troops are lacking basics.
And he is the guy at whose desk the
buck stops when prisoners are abused,
as says the Army Times, not just a pro-
gressive Democrat from Oregon.

———

WHAT AMERICA HAS
ACCOMPLISHED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, we all
demonstrated our righteous indigna-
tion over what took place in the Abu
Ghraib prison in Iraq, and we are horri-
fied by it. But I would like to take just
a few minutes to share the transcript
of the Fox News Sunday program
hosted by Chris Wallace, in which he
talked about the positive accomplish-
ments.

He said on Sunday, ‘‘As many of you
may know, we thought the ABC News
program, ‘Nightline,” made a mistake
last week, listing all the brave men and
women who died in Iraq but without
providing the context of what they died
for. So we have said that we would put
together our own tribute, our own list
of what these brave men and women
have built in Iraq.

““A couple of points before we begin.
Some of you have written saying that
we’re pushing the White House agenda.
As you saw in the last segment, there
are plenty of hard questions to ask
about the Bush administration’s policy
in Iraq, and we will keep asking them.

“There were also times this week
when you couldn’t help but wonder
about putting on the good news from
Iraq, as we saw those ugly pictures
from the Abu Gharib prison. But the
more we thought about it, what better
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time to talk about what the vast ma-
jority of our troops are doing there?
What better time to try to make sense
of the sacrifice of the 767 men and
women who have died in Iraq?

“We call our tribute, ‘What We’ve
Accomplished.’”

Chris Wallace went on to say, ‘‘First,
ending the brutal regime of Saddam
Hussein. Ending the systematic torture
and murder of hundreds of thousands of
Iraqis. Since Saddam was overthrown,
investigators have found dozens of
mass graves in which more than 300,000
Iraqis were buried.

“Ending the theft of billions of dol-
lars from the Iraqi people,” Wallace
goes on to say. ‘‘Since 1991, Saddam
built 48 palaces, at a time when his re-
gime said it did not have the sources to
build housing. And an investigation
has found Saddam stole more than $11
billion from the U.N.’s 0il for Food
program.

“Ending the threat that weapons of
mass destruction will be developed and
used. Since the invasion, U.S. inspec-
tors have not found WMD, but during
its time in power, Saddam’s regime
manufactured chemical and biological
weapons and, at one point, actively
pursued nuclear weapons.

‘“Second, quality of life. Daily life
has improved dramatically for the av-
erage Iraqi since the fall of Saddam,
but it has come at a cost. These three
soldiers were Kkilled last July while
they guarded a hospital at Baquba.

“Under the old regime, little money
was spent on education and there was
no schedule for maintaining school fa-
cilities. So far, 2,500 schools have been
renovated, with another 800 to be fin-
ished soon.”

Then the voice of an Iraqi female
saying, ‘“‘They put in electricity for us
and a fan for us so we could get some
air, and I say thanks to God.”

An Iraqi child says, ‘‘Before, the
school was dirty and not clean and
even the bathroom was not good. This
year, they made a new bathroom for us
and they changed the building and
painted it well.”

Chris Wallace goes on to say, ‘“What
children are learning in school has also
changed. Before the war, the govern-
ment fired teachers for not following
the party line. Almost 9 million new
math and science textbooks have been
printed and distributed. Old books were
filled with pro-Saddam propaganda.

““And here are U.S. troops handing
out knapsacks full of school supplies in
Samarra. This just days after those
four American contractors were killed
and their bodies mutilated in Fallujah.

‘“Major progress has also been made
in health care. Under Saddam, the Min-
istry of Health spent $16 million a year.
The current budget is almost $1 billion.
The health care system is now open to
all Iraqis, with 30 percent more people
using the facilities. Doctors who used
to get $20 a month now earn up to $180.
Modern medication, such as cancer
drugs, are now available, something
unheard of during Saddam Hussein’s
years.
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“Last Sunday, these five Navy Sea-
bees were killed in the Sunni triangle
while on assignment rebuilding schools
and medical facilities for the Iraqis.

“Third, human rights. Since the end
of Saddam Hussein, a fully functioning
legal and judicial system has been de-
veloped. More than 600 judges are
working in courtrooms across the
country. Iraqis charged with crimes
now have rights that would have been
laughed at under the old regime: the
right to remain silent when they’re ar-
rested; the right to a fair, speedy and
open trial; the right to a defense law-
yer at all stages of the process.

“Iraqis now enjoy freedom of speech.
Street protests against the United
States occupation are now routine in
Baghdad, something that in the past
would have earned these demonstrators
imprisonment or death.

“There is also something approach-
ing freedom of the press. Under Sad-
dam all newspapers were controlled by
the government.”’

Here was a woman that was a re-
porter for 27 years. She said, ‘‘Before,
we write as they tell us to write. Now
we write what we believe.”

Mr. Speaker, I include the rest of the
transcript for the RECORD.

WALLACE: Now, 120 papers are being pub-
lished, some of them critical of the U.S. The
coalition has shut down only two papers,
which it said were inciting violence.

This is another sign of new freedom: Inter-
net cafes. Before, few people had access to
computers, fewer still to the government-
monitored Internet. Now people can commu-
nicate, get information or sound off in Web
blogs.

And here’s more technology that was
banned under Saddam Hussein: satellite
dishes. Now more than one-third of Iraqi
households receive news from around the
world by way of these dishes.

Finally, the economy and infrastructure.
There’s a new currency in Iraq. Gone are
those ever-present pictures of Saddam in a
country that used to have two weak cur-
rencies, there is now one stable form of
money.

Iraq’s most important resource, oil, is
showing a strong revival. Production now ex-
ceeds pre-war levels, averaging half a million
barrels a day more than when Saddam was
forced from power.

Still, gasoline shortages have meant that
U.S. soldiers often have to guard filing sta-
tions to prevent looting. Private First Class
Jason Wright from the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion was Kkilled by a drive-by shooter as he
protected Iraqis who were buying gas.

One crucial area that has seen solid im-
provement is basic utilities. After years of
neglect, Iraqis have electricity for only part
of the day. By this summer, the average
Iraqi will have electricity for 16 hours a day,
40 percent above pre-war levels. Under Sad-
dam, only half of the country had access to
clean drinking water. Now extensive renova-
tions of water plants have brought cleaner
water to more people, almost 15 million, on
a more reliable basis.

Before the war, few areas had proper sew-
age facilities. One example of what soldiers
are doing on the ground is in Mosul, where a
neighborhood was swamped with raw sewage
for 17 years. The U.S. Army spent $40,000 to
hire local workers, and the problem is fixed.

Improvements in the infrastructure are
widespread. Here are some key examples.
Baghdad airport now has 43 passenger flights
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a day, including regular commercial service
to Jordan.

And look at something as simple as phone
service. Under Saddam, cell phones were a
luxury, reserved only for top party and gov-
ernment officials. Now, more than 340,000
Iraqis have cell phones, and business is
booming.

There’s one other big difference: When
Iraqis make a call now, they say no one is
listening in.

IRAQI MALE: I call him now on the phone.
Now we can discuss anything. We are not—I
am not afraid to say anything.

WALLACE: As we struggled to put all of
this together, we were astonished by all that
our troops have accomplished. And we’ll
keep an eye out so we can update you on
some of the ways our troops are making life
better for so many Iraqis.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, we have
seen tremendous improvements. We
can see that a great deal has been ac-
complished. As we have seen suffering
that so many have gone through, we
are enjoying tremendous success.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 2660, DE-
PARTMENTS OF LABOR, HEALTH

AND HUMAN SERVICES, AND
EDUCATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2004

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, subject to rule XXII,
clause 7(c), I hereby announce my in-
tention to offer a motion to instruct on
H.R. 2660, Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2004

The form of the motion is as follows:

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I move that the managers
on the part of the House at the con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the Senate amendment
to the bill H.R. 2660 be instructed to in-
sist on reporting an amendment to pro-
hibit the Department of Labor from
using funds under the Act to imple-
ment any portion of a regulation that
would make any employee ineligible
for overtime pay who would otherwise
qualify for overtime pay under regula-
tions under section 13 of the Fair Labor
Standards Act in effect September 3,
2003, except that nothing in the amend-
ment shall affect the increased salary
requirements provided in such regula-
tions as specified in section 541 of title
29 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
as promulgated on April 23, 2004.

———

GROWING CONCERN ABOUT
ALARMING LANGUAGE USED TO
DEMEAN THOSE QUESTIONING
AMERICAN POLICY IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, millions of Americans
throughout this country share my
growing concern about the alarming
language being used to demean anyone
raising questions about American pol-
icy in Iraq. But we have been there be-
fore.

We have endured the excesses and the
shame of the Palmer Raids, of McCar-
thyism, of J. Edgar Hoover, and Nix-
on’s Enemies List. It is a sad, but his-
torical, fact that in these times of na-
tional crisis and stress, some resort to
challenging not merely the ideas of our
fellow citizens, but their character,
their integrity, and even their patriot-
ism.

Some would prefer that we ignore
such blasphemy, that we treat such ex-
aggerated rhetoric with the indiffer-
ence it deserves. I respectfully dis-
agree. I believe that we have learned a
sad lesson from history of this and
other countries that ignoring vicious
political slurs encourages further abuse
and undermines free speech and open
debate.

We have substantial disagreements
about the wisdom of our course in Iraq.
Those who disagree with our policies
include highly decorated veterans, in-
telligence experts, some of our closest
allies and millions of our constituents,
a growing number every day.

And yet, when a widely respected
Member of the House, an honored vet-
eran who has been a staunch supporter
of the defense community through 30
years of congressional service, offered
a somber analysis about the misdirec-
tion of our Iraqi effort, he was de-
nounced by other Members as con-
ducting ‘‘a calculated and a craven po-
litical stunt.”

Now, the author of that statement
has a tendency towards loose language
and personal invective, and most peo-
ple do not take his words too seriously.
I do, because he is the majority leader.

He was speaking about our distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURTHA.) He called
him ‘‘craven.” The gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURTHA), craven?

Craven is a strong word. It means
gutless. It means spineless. It means
cowardly, weak, fearful. It is a word
that should never be used by a Member
of Congress to describe another, and
could never be used to describe the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
THA).
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The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MURTHA) joined the Marine Corps
during the Korean War. He volunteered
to serve in Vietnam, while those who
accuse him managed to avoid military
service. He is the first combat Vietnam
veteran elected to Congress. He retired
from the Marine Corps Reserves in 1990
and has been awarded the Navy Distin-
guished Service Medal and the USO’s
Spirit of Hope Award for his many
services to the men and women in the
military.
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To even suggest that his impassioned
and difficult statement about the
course of the war in Iraq was a ‘‘polit-
ical stunt” is to insult a distinguished
veteran and Congressman, and I de-
nounce it in the strongest terms.

But the voices of hysteria did not
stop there.

Now we are told that those expres-
sions of concern about the misdirection
of the Iraqi campaign demonstrated
that ‘‘the national Democratic Party
declared its surrender on the war on
terror.”” Democrats were accused of
giving ‘‘aid and comfort to the enemy,”’
according to another Republican Mem-
ber who never served in combat.

Let every American understand the
meaning of these words: It does not
matter who you are, if you have worn
the uniform of your country, if you
have risked your life in combat; to
those who use these words on the floor
of the House, it does not matter. Chal-
lenge the policies of the Bush adminis-
tration and House Republicans in Iraq,
and you are ‘‘giving aid comfort to the
enemy.” You are surrendering to ter-
rorism.

In other words, you are a traitor.
That is what these Republican Mem-
bers would suggest about Members of
Congress.

Well, according to the latest poll, 60
percent of the American public think
the situation in Iraq is out of control.
Have we become a Nation of traitors in
the eyes of the Republican leaders of
this institution?

Mr. Speaker, this disgraceful, de-
meaning, and insulting rhetoric has no
place in the Congress, it has no place in
America, and it should be denounced
by every Member of this House, regard-
less of party and regardless of one’s po-
sition on Iraq. The day we lose our
ability to voice our heartfelt views
without having our patriotism de-
meaned is a dangerous day for democ-
racy.

Some may argue that these are just
the voices of an extreme, though pow-
erful few. Some say it is just partisan
politics. That is not the case. We have
been here before.

Two years ago, the patriotism of Sen-
ator Max Cleland was challenged, a
man who served in Vietnam and left
three of his limbs there; a man who
served honorably as the Secretary of
Veterans’ Affairs and as a United
States Senator. Apparently he did not
lose enough limbs to prove his patriot-
ism to those who attacked him, those
who sought multiple deferments in the
same war that cost Max Cleland his
limbs. Those attacks cost him an elec-
tion, too.

This year, the vicious attacks are
leveled, as we knew that they would be,
against Senator JOHN KERRY, who vol-
unteered in Vietnam while others used
their connections and deferments to
avoid service. Senator KERRY earned
three Purple Hearts, a Silver Star, and
a Bronze Star, but now his patriotism
is also challenged. Evidently, Senator
KERRY’s wounds were not deep enough
for some of his critics.
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And now, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURTHA) is the target of
this disgraceful, venal slander.

It is time to stop.

Americans deserve, and they want,
an honest discussion on the issues, not
a vicious assault on the integrity and
the patriotism of distinguished men
who carry their wounds of war.

———

WHERE IS THE OUTRAGE?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHOCOLA). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURPHY) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this afternoon, like so many Americans
and citizens of the world, I watched the
news with disgust as they announced
the beheading of Pennsylvanian Nick
Berg, a young man, 26 years old, who
was working in Iraq as a civilian.
Somehow, Abu Musab Zarqgawi and
other al Qaeda decided it was time to
show us, once again, their version of
justice which, to we Americans, is
more of what we call murder.

Repeatedly, the stations talked
about this and then cut back and forth
to hearings taking place here on Cap-
itol Hill to review the hearings about
the Abu Ghraib prison and the terrible
behavior of several soldiers there.

I was struck by the idea that while
the actions of the soldiers in the prison
were reprehensible and that they
should face court-martial, I am also
wondering where is the outrage about
the murder of an American citizen?
Where was the outrage also about the
four contractors who were killed, their
bodies mutilated, drawn and quartered
and hung and burned? Where was the
outrage about the terrorists living in
Iraq and showing us the way that they
see the world: innocent citizens who
had no trial, because no trial could be
held, because they committed no
crime.

But it continues to give us a flavor of
what we are up against when we note
how terrorists view Americans and
view Western culture and the world.
Whether or not we are in Iraq, whether
or not we are in Afghanistan, they will
continue to perpetrate their war to kill
us; not because they want land, not be-
cause they are seeking economic gains,
but simply because they feel they are
on a mission to kill anyone who is
Western, who is from America, who is
Christian or Jewish, and they will not
stop until they have killed us or we
have killed them.

But let us not forget who Abu Musab
Zarqgawi is. He is not just someone who
appeared on television today.

World history tells us that in 1999,
Zarqawi planned a terrorist attack for
the millennial celebration in Jordan.
The Radisson Hotel in Aman and other
American, Israeli, and Christian cites
were targeted. The plot was discovered
before it was carried out, and Zarqawi
escaped before he could be indicted.

In 2000, Zarqgawi went to Afghanistan
where he oversaw a terrorist training
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camp. He also specialized in chemical
and biological weapons.

In 2001 Zargawi was sentenced to 15
years for his terrorist plots in Jordan.
However, since he escaped before he
was arrested, he has not served any of
his term.

In October 2001, after the Taliban lost
control of Afghanistan, Zarqawi fled to
Iran with a wounded leg. While he was
there, Zarqawi dispatched two Pal-
estinians and a Jordanian who entered
Turkey, and then they were supposed
to go to Israel to conduct bombing at-
tacks.

In February of 2002, the three terror-
ists who were sent by Zarqawi were
caught in Turkey.

Then in May of 2002, Zarqawi trav-
eled to Iraq; yes, Iraq. He had his leg
amputated and had a prosthetic limb
to replace it.

From May through July of 2002,
Zarqawi spent time recovering in Bagh-
dad and, at the same time, several ex-
tremists also came to Baghdad and es-
tablished a base of operations.

In the late summer of 2002, Zarqawi
traveled to Lebanon to meet with lead-
ers of Hezbollah, another terrorist
group.

And then in October of 2002, Law-
rence Foley, a United States official
with the Agency For International De-
velopment was assassinated, and after
some arrests were made of the actual
shooters in December of 2002, Zargawi
was linked to the plot by providing the
murder weapons.

In early 2003, Zarqgawi returned to the
Ansar al-Islam camp in northern Iraq.
Other terrorists who have trained in
this particular camp have plotted
chemical attacks with various toxins
in Britain, France, Georgia, and
Chechnya.

In January 2003, several terrorists
were arrested in Britain for planning to
put the toxin ricin in the military food
supply. These terrorists were linked to
Zarqawi. He continues on with his mur-
derous ways.

It is important to note that as this
history tells us that indeed this ter-
rorist was plotting in Iraq, this ter-
rorist was working in Iraq to train
other terrorists. But where is the out-
rage? Where is the outrage among us?

Instead, we talk on and on, snipe
back and forth, point fingers, call each
side names on both sides of the aisle,
trying to score political points instead
of trying to achieve peace; looking at
polling numbers, and not working on
policy.

It is time that we lay these things to
rest and look at the outrage and look
at the ties that bind us and say, this is
why we are fighting terrorism. It is to
stop the murders, and it is to ask our-
selves where is the outrage of their be-
havior.

MISMANAGEMENT IN IRAQ
THREATENS AMERICAN TROOPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, the scandal
at Abu Ghraib prison is indeed a stain
on our national honor and a grave dis-
service to the brave men and women of
our Armed Forces. More importantly,
it is a threat to their safety in the
field, as these despicable pictures have
increased the fury of our opponents as
they fight against us.

Only two items I think reflect in any
form or fashion of positive sense for
the United States. Actions speak loud-
er than words. Two things may be posi-
tive actions. First, the apology of the
President and the Secretary of Defense,
in a rare display not of humility, but
at least of a sense of concern for the
feelings of others around the world
and, in particular, in the Muslim
world. This was a good thing. Second,
and I think this is very important, the
serious congressional hearings and in-
vestigations that are underway now
are shedding a great deal of light on
the scope and nature of abuses. We are
showing the world how we respond
when our misdeeds are uncovered, and
that is a great example of our democ-
racy: public, transparent hearings and
investigations. Compare this, then,
with the barbaric terrorists who hide
behind masks when they commit acts
of terrorism, assassination and, most
recently, beheading.

However, unfortunately, apologies
and investigations are not enough. The
Taguba report says we have in this
country a failure of leadership at the
highest levels. I find it ironic in this
context, then, that the President says
that Mr. Rumsfeld, Secretary Rumsfeld
is a superb leader. I beg to differ.

First, Secretary Rumsfeld was a
party to false and misleading prewar
intelligence and analysis. There are no
WMDs, weapons of mass destruction,
and we have not been viewed as lib-
erators. I am someone who put aside
partisanship based on representations
made by this administration that there
were, indeed, legitimate threats to our
security.

Second, we find that Secretary
Rumsfeld engaged in inadequate plan-
ning for postwar transition. We simply
do not have enough troops. Not just
Democrats are saying this. Experienced
retired generals have said, almost
unanimously, we do not have enough
troops to do the job that we are re-
quired to do.

What about winning the hearts and
minds of the Iraqis? We are losing. We
are actually creating recruiting posters
for terrorists, because the Iraqis have
not seen us as liberators, they have
seen us as an oppressive force. This ad-
ministration has not done the things
that would convince the Iraqi people
that we are there to do them good.

One minute the Baathists are out,
the next minute the same old Baathist
generals are back in. How does that
work for an administration that de-
scribes Secretary Rumsfeld as a superb
leader?
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This is the same Secretary Rumsfeld
that set aside the Geneva Conventions
and then wonders why we are having
this problem at Abu Ghraib. Well, he
set the tone. This administration and
Secretary Rumsfeld bear the responsi-
bility for inadequate planning of con-
finement facilities and for inad-
equately training our military police.

We heard one of our colleagues on the
Republican side talk about all of the
great accomplishments that our troops
have done. Unfortunately, those ac-
complishments are undermined by this
scandal and these outrageous pictures
of sexual abuse of prisoners at the
hands of our own troops.

What about the role of military intel-
ligence in directing Army MPs to ‘‘set
the conditions’ and ‘‘soften them up?”’
This too falls at the feet of Secretary
Rumsfeld. This is a great disservice to
our men and women in the field.

Not only is this prisoner abuse a dis-
grace, it is the kind of behavior that
we condemn on human rights grounds
in other countries such as Cuba and
other Third World countries. I am sure
those countries now understandably
scoff at our high-minded words.

We have created tremendous anger
and hostility towards the United
States by the Iraqi people and around
the world. This will make the job of
bringing stability to Iraq much more
difficult.

What is to be done? First, we must
hold those up the chain of command
accountable. One of the things that
concerns me as we review this scandal
is that a few sergeants and privates are
being made scapegoats for a failure of
leadership at the highest level.

Second, since we are about to turn
over sovereignty to the Iraqis, perhaps
now would be a good time to invite
them in as a show of good faith and let
them serve as observers, those who
have been properly screened, in the
prisons to say that yes, we are not only
turning over sovereignty, we have
nothing to hide.

Finally, we need more troops. The
generals have said it, the Democrats
have said it. Most people realize we
have not managed this war well. More
troops would help us do a better job
and help ultimately to protect our
troops.

————
IRAQ OIL FOR FOOD PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to address what I believe to be impor-
tant facts about the United Nations Oil
for Food Program with Iraq and how it
ultimately was corrupted by Saddam
Hussein with the aid and willing co-
operation of allies from the inter-
national community.

O 2030

In addressing this issue, Mr. Speaker,
a few simple facts should be reiterated.
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In February of 2000, President Clin-
ton’s administration registered their
dissatisfaction with Saddam Hussein’s
government when he complained that
approximately $2 billion was spent to
build nine lavish palaces and import
liquor and cigarettes under the Oil for
Food program.

During the postwar occupation, some
very serious allegations have been
made regarding people and corpora-
tions who circumvented the Oil for
Food program by receiving illicit pay-
ments from oil surcharges. Among
those implicated were U.N. officials ad-
ministering the Oil for Food program.
This was first reported by Al Mada, an
independent Iraqi newspaper. Some
people and organizations who have
been accused have been confirmed in
this account to have violated the pro-
gram. Others have so far denied it.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that a tre-
mendous number of companies signed
oil exploration contracts with Iraq
that would ultimately have served to
undermine any remaining viability of
the Oil for Food program. Not surpris-
ingly, the companies predominantly
seemed to have come from countries
which opposed the liberation of Iraq.

Just this March, the General Ac-
counting Office testified before our
own Committee on Financial Services
that it believed that Saddam Hussein’s
regime increased its revenues through
illicit activities in the Oil for Food
program by approximately $10.1 billion
between 1997 and 2002. These funds were
spent to oppress the Iraqi people and
provide a lavish lifestyle for the re-
gime’s rulers.

Mr. Speaker, the facts are clear. Sad-
dam Hussein engaged in an ongoing cir-
cumvention of the Oil for Food pro-
gram, flouted the U.N. resolutions, per-
secuted his own people, and was en-
gaged in widespread corruption. He was
assisted in these activities by a number
of companies and perhaps countries, as
well as people within the U.N. bureauc-
racy itself. This is just one more exam-
ple that gives credibility to our cam-
paign to remove the regime of terror
and replace it with one that truly rep-
resents the Iraqi people.

Mr. Speaker, thanks to the Oil for
Food program, Iraq was able to suc-
cessfully advance its foreign policy by
offering future contracts to companies
for oil exploration, thus receiving a
buy-in from other countries, bolstering
Saddam Hussein’s legitimacy.

The Oil for Food program was sus-
pended just before Operation Iraqi
Freedom began on March 19, 2003. The
U.N. staff in Iraq departed on March 28,
2003. As U.N. forces moved north to-
wards Baghdad, the U.N. Security
Council adopted Resolution 1472, re-
starting the program’s operations, em-
powering the United Nations to take
direct control of all aspects of the pro-
gram, and directing the United Nations
to set priorities on the delivery of al-
ready contracted supplies. This actu-
ally enhanced U.N. authority and then
was later extended on June 3, 2003, a re-
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markable usurpation of power given
the record of the U.N. up to that time
administering the program.

On May 22, 2003, Resolution 1483 was
adopted, lifting sanctions on Iraq and
providing for the phasing out of the Oil
for Food program’s ongoing operations
within 6 months. In accordance with
the resolution, the program was termi-
nated on November 21, 2003, and was
taken over by the U.S. occupation au-
thority, the Coalition Provisional Au-
thority.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues can be
assured that the CPA is now more ef-
fectively delivering food and resources
to the people of Iraq than Saddam Hus-
sein ever did. Today, Iraqi resources
are being used for the Iraqi people for
the first time in decades. Our achieve-
ments are impressive in this area and
should demonstrate our commitment
to the people of Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, before I close, I would
once again call for a full and thorough
investigation of the expenditures of all
funds involved in the Oil for Food pro-
gram. The corruption was so deep in
the Saddam Hussein administration
and in those countries, companies and
international institutions that propped
up the regime, I am convinced that we
will not like what we discover.

———

IRAQ ABUSES MAY GO
UNPUNISHED

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CHocoLA). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCcDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
would ask you to suspend your emo-
tions for a moment and look closely at
the pictures from Iraq. The Americans
appear to be dressed about the same,
but there is one major difference. Some
of the photos include U.S. soldiers and
U.S. civilian contractors. In fact, in
one photo the civilian contractors are
turned away from the camera. Maybe
they were trying to protect them-
selves. From what?

Some of the U.S. soldiers involved
will face a military court martial. The
civilian contractors will not face a
military court or an Iraqi court or an
American court. Civilian contractors
involved may not face any punishment
thanks to the Pentagon.

Secretary Rumsfeld outsourced the
President’s war. He outsourced the
checks and balances. He outsourced the
chain of command. He outsourced due
process.

The Pentagon wrote an order that
specifically protects civilian contrac-
tors from prosecution in Iraq for
crimes committed under the umbrella
of official duties, and if a civilian con-
tractor commits a crime while off duty
in Iraq, U.S. Administrator Paul
Bremer has to agree in writing to local
prosecution. Does that sound like the
United States? Is this the model of de-
mocracy we are trying to install in
Iraq? Does this sound like adhering to
the Geneva Convention?
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Last week, the Attorney General
rushed to the microphones to tell
America that he can prosecute civil-
ians implicated in Iraqi crimes, but the
Attorney General neglected to tell the
American people that not a single FBI
agent has been dispatched to Iraq to in-
vestigate. Not one. When two U.S. em-
bassies were bombed in Africa during
the Clinton administration, 900 FBI
agents went to the scene. The Attorney
General says he will wait until the
Pentagon finishes its investigation.
What is he waiting for?

The International Red Cross has been
sounding the alarm for over a year, but
the administration and its war ma-
chine turned a deaf ear and a deaf eye
to what was happening. Now the United
States and every soldier is paying the
price for benign neglect.

Civilians were given authority to in-
terrogate, clearly using any and all
means. Civilians had some mission con-
trol over U.S. soldiers, and they ex-
ploited this control.

Civilians were immune from local
prosecution and immune from military
chain of command. We know there has
been torture and likely even murder;
yet some soldiers were involved, but we
cannot stop there and pretend that is
the end of it.

There are thousands of civilian con-
tractors in Iraq. We owe it to every
good and decent American soldier to
get to the worst black mark in mili-
tary history. We must know what role,
secret or otherwise, the civilians were
playing in the war. What else were
they given besides protection? What se-
cret orders are they carrying out? Who
is accountable for the civilians? What
assurances will the Iraqi people have
that any civilian implicated will be
brought to justice? How can we say
that we stand for freedom if we let the
criminals go free?

The U.S. military told the adminis-
tration before the war that hundreds of
thousands of troops would be needed.
The administration refused to listen.
Instead, the administration deployed a
hand-over strategy concerning Iraq.
The administration handed over crit-
ical duties to people outside the mili-
tary and then protected them.

The administration keeps talking
about handing over Iraq on June 30.
They have already handed over to the
wrong people. We need to get back in
control of what is going on in Iraq.
This administration has got to come
clean on what those contractors were
hired to do, by whom, and who super-
vises them.

Are there bosses in Virginia that run
those companies? Are they exempt,
too? Is nobody responsible for the in-
terrogations that went on in that pris-
on or in the other prisons in Iraq?

These are the questions that must be
answered by this administration, and I
am afraid that if Mr. Rumsfeld does
not want to do it, he is going to have
to go.
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CURRENT AFFAIRS AND SMART
SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with a heavy, heavy heart. When
we turn on the television or the radio
or open a newspaper, what we hear and
what we read is the great sadness that
accompanies the deaths of so very
many people around our world.

Reading the newspaper this week, we
read that the lives of innocent men,
women, and children are being taken in
such disparate places as Sudan and
Uganda in Africa; Israel, the Pales-
tinian territories and Iraq in the Mid-
dle East; Haiti in the Caribbean;
Chechnya and Afghanistan in Asia; and
countless others places around the
world.

Today, another distressing event
took place, the beheading of an Amer-
ican civilian in Iraq, a video of which
was posted on a militant Islamic Web
site. This was a man who ventured to
Iraq to help with the rebuilding of its
infrastructure, a man whose only crime
was traveling to an unstable country,
thinking he might be able to make a
contribution in the midst of all the
chaos. He was 26 years old. This is a
terrible tragedy.

But we are no longer surprised to
hear that tragedies of this sort are oc-
curring every day around the world. No
country is immune. No group of people
can avoid the misfortune that is ac-
companied by simply existing, by sim-
ply being alive in today’s world.

In Haiti, for example, hundreds of in-
nocent people have died of starvation.
They are so hungry they are eating
cakes made of butter, salt, water and
mud. Mud. Yet here in the United
States we do not act.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LEE) has introduced a sensible res-
olution that would establish com-
prehensive health systems in Haiti. De-
spite the amount of news coverage that
Haiti has received these last few
months, less than 10 percent of this
House has signed on to the gentle-
woman from California’s (Ms. LEE) im-
portant legislation.

We watch, as we did during the cata-
strophic Armenian genocide of the
early 1900s and during the Holocaust of
the 1940s. We make claims of never
again, but then we sit back and watch
as these events occur again and again
and again.

Is this the way humans are going to
live out their lives on this Earth? Are
we not destined for more? Are we not
better than the sum of all these inno-
cent deaths? Can we not address the
economic gap between rich and poor,
between rich countries and poor coun-
tries, between rich individuals and poor
individuals?

There has to be a better course for
humankind than the one we are cur-
rently on; and there is, one that em-
phasizes brains instead of brawn, one
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that is consistent with the best Amer-
ican values.

I have introduced legislation to cre-
ate a SMART security platform for the
21st century. SMART stands for Sen-
sible Multilateral American Response
to Terrorism. SMART treats wars as an
absolute last resort. It fights terrorism
with a stronger intelligence and multi-
lateral partnerships. It controls the
spread of weapons of mass destruction
with a renewed commitment to non-
proliferation, and it aggressively in-
vests in the development of impover-
ished nations with an emphasis on
women’s health and education.

The Bush doctrine has been tried,
and it has failed. It is time for a new
national security strategy. SMART se-
curity defends America by relying on
the very best of America: our commit-
ment to peace, our commitment to
freedom, our compassion for the people
of the world and our capacity for mul-
tilateral leadership.

SMART security is tough, pragmatic,
and patriotic. SMART security is
smart, and it will keep America safe.

CONGRATULATING ST. JOSEPH’S
HOSPITAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to take the op-
portunity to, first of all, congratulate
St. Joseph’s Hospital in Houston,
Texas, in this week of acknowledging
the uninsured for a briefing this morn-
ing to emphasize the numbers of unin-
sured in my community, in Houston,
Texas, that draws our attention to the
44 million who are uninsured around
the Nation. I would only say that is it
not tragic that we have made choices
that do not allow us to effectively pro-
vide the resources for our Nation and
those within it.
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And then I would like to acknowl-
edge the World Food Program, because
they feed 110 million people in 82 coun-
tries. It would be wonderful if we could
focus our attentions on feeding the
hungry and ensuring that those who
need to be insured are.

St. Joseph’s Hospital opened for the
first time since Hurricane Allison in
Houston, Texas, in 2001, their emer-
gency room. But we are most glad they
are a hospital with a conscience who
are prepared and willing to sacrifice
and work hard so that the doors of
their hospital can be open to those who
are in need.

This week, we will proceed with de-
bates on a number of health policy ini-
tiatives. Unfortunately, I think they
play right into the hands of politics
and politicians. Frankly, we have indi-
viduals, children, the elderly and oth-
ers who are sick and uninsured, and we
need to do something about it, which
would be full insurance and coverage
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for all Americans so that we can rise to
the level that is not with shame.

I speak about choices this evening,
Mr. Speaker, because it is imperative
that we continue to raise the con-
sciousness not only of our colleagues
but the American people. I have often
said that we can debate, as we are sup-
posed to debate in the halls of Congress
and on the floor of this House, because
democracy is the underpinning of what
these two Houses are about, the House
and the Senate, and the three branches
of government. But I ask the American
people, where is your outrage? This
morning I asked if your prisoners of
war were held in a sovereign nation
and the abuse that was shown over the
last couple of days were rendered unto
those who carried American citizen-
ship, where would be your outrage?

Would you accept the fact that en-
listed men and women, no matter
whether they were from North Korea or
some other country, was sufficient to
answer the question of how these
young men and wom